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LONDON, AUGUST 11, 1877. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Jr WitL BE oBSsERVED that the vacation notice is this 
rather differently worded from that issued in former 
years. The form has hitherto been “all applications 
are of an urgent nature are to be made,” &c., 
while the notice for the present year says that ‘* all ap- 
tions which may require to be immediately or 
tly heard are to be made,” &c. The altered 
corresponds to the words of ord. 61, r. 5, 
but it is to be hoped that the conditions of the notice 
will not be more rigidly enforced than they were last 
year, notwithstanding that only one day a week is 
announced as to be devoted to sittings at the Rolls 
House. Last year the vacation motions and summonses 
of in court amounted to over 200, and it is not 

likely that the business this year will be less heavy. 





Tue stock at Nist Prius has again been made the sub- 
ject of comment in Parliament, and various - remedies 
have been proposed and discussed. It seems difficult to 
avoid the conclusion that the number of judges is inade- 
quate. It has frequently been pointed out that the 
number of judges has not been increased proportionably 
to the great development of the population and of the 
business of the country. e number of judges available 
for Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London has, in fact, 
heen decreased since the coming into operation of the 
Judicature Acts. We doutt whether any possible ar- 
Tfangement could prevent an occasional accumulation of 
arrears, and we agree that it is very undesirable to in- 
crease to any large extent the existing number of judges, 
80 as to lower the status of the judge, until it is clearly 
and unmistakably shown that there is a necessity for 
such sn increase. Unless a judicial staff is maintained 
80 large as to give a considerable balance of power in 
excess of ordinary requirements, there must be occasional 
accumulations of arrears. In legal as in all other busi- 
ness there must in the nature of things be fluctuations, 
and when there is any considerable amount of arrears it 
has a tendency to produce still further arrears, because 

ts then resist until trial, it being worth their while 

todo so for the purpose of delay. It consequently often 
that a very long list of arrears, when it comes 

tackled, proves to be a very rotten one. But when 

all this is admitted there remains undoubtedly a very 
teal legal block both in the metropolis and the country 
o, the pressing question is how shall it be remedied. 
observe with satisfaction that the Lord Chancellor, 
in his remarks in the House of Lords on Tuesday even- 
ing, on the petition from the Chamber of Commerce of 


Liverpool complaining of the unsatisfactory progress | 


made in the trial of civil causes in the county of Lancas- 


et, expressed his strong objection to engrafting on our” 
b system a permanent organization of paid com- 


Hl 


Rise ‘who would not be judges. But we venture to 
think that hislordehip, in stating that the present want of 





judicial power could only be supplied either by the 
appointmentof paid commissioners to try criminal causes, 
or of additional.judges, rather overlooked the fact that 
the principle introduced by the Appellate Jurisdiction 
Act has not yet been fully carried out, and will not be 
fully carried out until sittings in Banc are altogether 
abolished. When, however, all has been done that is 
possible in this direction, it is very questionable whether 
the reduction in the number of judges caused by the 
elevation of the Lords Justices of Appeal can be main- 
tained. 





Berore THe passine of the Judicature Act one main 
ground of objection to the existing system was the number 
of cases that appeared in the lists which could not by any 
possibility be tried before a jury, but were inevitably 
fated to be referred. These cases helped to swell the 
lists and to waste time at assizes and Nist Prius. One 
of the principal reforms which it was constantly alleged 
the new procedure would bring about was that this 
evil would be obviated. It was contended that greater 
elasticity asto mode of trial should prevail, that a case 
should not necessarily be tried before a jury if thattribunal 
were inappropriate, but that in every case there should be 
power to:provide an appropriate mode of trial whether 
by judge and jury, or by a judge alone, or by a referee. 
This object has, it seems to us, to a very large extent, if 
not entirely, failed. The old routine prevails in common 
law actions. At every assize town a certain number of 
cases appear in the cause list which must in the nature 
of things be referred. This means that heavy fees must 
be paid to counsel absolutely without any benefit to the 
client, who has to pay fresh fees upon the reference. 
We confess to being somewhat at a loss to understand 
why clients submit to this with such unvarying regularity. 
It may be that some solicitors are slow to perceive whether 
the case is capable of being tried by ajury or not, and so 
drift on to trial until they are forced by counsel or the 
judge to consent to refer. But we think too highly 
of the sagacity of most solicitors to suppose that 
this is the real cause of the solemn and expensive 
farce that is played at every assize with regard to 
this class of cases. We think the real reason is that 
references to barristers or other private individuals are 
not popular with the individual client. A man is apt 
to. think, and not without some show of reason, that he 
is entitled to have his case decided by a judicial officer. 
Moreover, it is hardly necessary to insist on the notori- 
ous delay and expense attendant upon references. The 
fact is, we imagine, that a solicitor fakes upon 
himself a most onerous responsibility in suggest- 
ing to his client a reference, and is likely in the 
long run to incur the client's displeasure. Consequently, 
it is natural that he should not agree to refer, except 
under the pressure put on him by counsel and judge at 
the trial, which relieves him from responsibility to his 
client. 

The Judicature Act provided a scheme for meeting 
this difficulty in the appointment of official referees to 
whom the judge should have power compulsorily to 
refer. That system has admittedly proved a failure. 
One reason for this we need not discuss at length. It is 
a most disheartening commentary upon the fine promises 
and the flourish of the trumpets of law reform that 
heralded the inauguration of the new procedure, to find 
that on the first opportunity that presented itself, when 
the fate of a great experiment of reform was at stake, 
judicial appointments of the greatest importance were- 
given away with reference to the most purely personal 
considerations. But we cannot altogether attribute the 
failure we complain of to this cause. It is obvious that 
official referees are not a popular tribunal, because, when: 
a reference does take place from Nisi Prius, itis generally 
to a special referee; but what we have been objecting 
to is not so much that the official referees are not pre- 


ferred, although that causes a great waste of the public 
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money, but that causes which must ultimately be referred 
are not referred before they get into the cause list. We 
do not think that this proceeds wholly from any special 
objection to the official referees as a tribunal. A cause 
can only be referred at the instance of one of the 
parties, and if neither of the parties will apply to refer 
it compulsory powers are in vain. It may be that 
personal considerations affecting the official referee, or 
expense, may deter parties from applying to refer. But 
we cannot think these reasons alone are sufficient. 
Special referees are expensive, and parties do ultimately 
refer very often to men of certainly not superior calibre 
to that of some of the official referees. We doubt 
whether any system which leaves the initiative in the 
hands of the parties will be effectual to prevent the 
delay and expense caused by untriable cases being set 
down for trial before a jury. It seems to us to be 
proved to demonstration that parties will not as a rule 
move in the matter. Every assizes the same class of 
cases comes on, orly to be referred. If it be considered 
necessary to meet this evil, the only mode of doing so, as 
it seems to us, would be by giving power to some official 
ef the court to inquire into the nature of causes of action 
which appear from the record to be likely to be such as 
must be referred, and to direct that mode of trial to be 
adopted. Whether that would be possible is matter for 
careful consideration, but we feel sure that the object 
which every one has admitted to be desirable cannot be 
attained without some such step. 





We wad occasion towards the end of last year to 
eomment unfavourably on the state of the business be- 
fore the Court of Appeal; but we are bound to admit 
that the close of the legal year shows an unusually satis- 
factory condition of matters. Before the rising of the 
court for the long vacation, Lord Justice James referred 
to a statement with which he had been furnished from 
the Chancery Registrars’ Office, showing the number of 
appeals set down and disposed of by the court from the 
2nd of November, 1876, to the 8th of August, 1877, 
inclusive. By this statementit appeared that on the 2nd 
of November there had been set down 60 appeals from 
final orders, and 17 from interlocutory orders of the 
Chancery Division of the High Court, 10 from final 
orders of the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division, 
30 appeals from the London Bankruptcy Court, and 3 
from the Chancery Court of the County Pala’ of 
Lancaster, making a totalof 120, There were afterwards 
set down 115 appeals from final orders, and 124 appeals 
from interlocutory orders of the Chancery Division; 20 
appeals from final orders, and 7 from interlocutory orders 
of the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division ; 90 ap- 
peals from the London Bankruptcy Court, and 10 from 
the Lancaster Court, making a total of 366, and, with 
the 120 previously set down, making a grand total of 486. 
Of these, 404 had been (up to the 8th of August) heard 
by the court sitting in Lincoln’s-inn, 41 had been other- 
wise disposed of, and 41 remained of. With 
respect to the appeals from the common law divisions, 
the numbers were as follow:—40 appeals from the 
Queen’s Bench Division, 32 from the Common Pleas 
Division, 16 from the E Division, 1 from the 
divisional court of appeal, and 5 interlocutory appeals, 
making a total of 94, had been set down on the 2nd of 
November ; 48 from the Queen’s Bench Division, 
49 from the Common Pleas Division, 40 from the Ex- 
chequer Division, 1 from the divisional court of appeal, 
and 63 interlocutory appeals, making a total of 201, were 
afterwards set down. This made a grand total of 295. 
Of these, 215 were heard by the court sitting at West- 
minster, 26 were otherwise disposed of, and 54 remained 
’ undisposed of. In each case original motions in the 
‘\Sourt of Appeal were included with interlocutory appeals. 
Tire Court of Appeal sat on 181 days in Lincoln -inn, 

on ys at Westminster, making together 
days-, In the last year of the old system the Lords 
Tustiods sat on 155 days only. 





JOINING “ STRANGE TENEMENTS” Ty 
LEASE UNDER POWER. 


“axe great care, good reader,” says Lord Coke (6 
Co. R. 6b), “if you contract for any lease . , , 
with any person who hath power to make leases by way 
of the provisoes newly invented and put into in 

you take good advice of counsel on the sight and con, 
sideration of them in making of your lease” ; 
suggest-on, if not now so necessary as at the time when 
it was made, is still not to be disregarded. For althot 
the Legislature has interposed to remedy the loggeg 
formerly occasioned by the mistake or inadvertence of 
persons granting leases under powers by reason of the 
non-observance or omission of some condition or reatrig. 
tion, or some osher deviation from the terms of such 
powers, much expense and annoyance may, of course, 
still result from an improper execution 4 & power to 
lease. It is to be regretted that so much u 

still exists 01 some points connected with this brane, 
of law. The general principles which prevail 
indeed, clear enough, and not difficult to apply. The 
power to lease reserved to a tenant for life, being g 
power by which one man is enabled to dispose of the 
property of another, the donee cannot in ex it 
secure for any advantage over the re’ 

man. And the restrictions imposed in the power must 
be rigidly observed. But rules have been laid down 
which do not seem to rest upon any intelligible prin. 
ciple, and it is to one of these we desire to drag 
attention. 

In Doe v. Stephens (6 Q. B. 208) Lord Denman seemg 
to have said that the joining in the lease, at an entire 
rent, of premises to which the power relates with other 

to which the power does not extend, is fatal to 
the lease. In the case in which this principle was laid 
down, the power required the reservation of “ the ancient 
and accustomed rents and heriots for the premise 
therein contained”; and the authorities on which the 
learned judge relied (Harl of Cardigan v. Montague, 
reported Sugden on Powers, appendix, p. 918; Doe y, 
Rendle, 3 M. & S. 99; and Doe v. Lock, 2 A. & E, 741) 
were all decided on powers containing the same requite. 
ment. Where, as in Doev. Rendle, the lease demised land 
anciently let. together with other land not within the 
power, and only reserved: the rent formerly paid in 

of the first-named land, the reason of the 
rule is plain, and the doctrine that the lease is invalid 
is as old as the reign of Elizabeth (see Lord 
Mountjoy’s case (5 Co. R. 3b.). In Smith v. Bole (Oro. 
Jac. 458), also, a prebendship which had been usually let, 
with the exception of “all crab-trees and such like 
trees,” at a rent of £17 a year, was leased by the re 
end without the exception of the trees, and the 
was held to be void under 13 Eliz. c. 10 (which requires 
the ancient rent to be reserved), “for it is not the 
ancient rent where there is more let than was before. 
In Lord Mountjoy’s case the reason alleged for the rule 
is this apparently technical one, that the rent is & 
new rent, and not the accustomed rent. But it is pe 
to see that the ancient rent cannot properly be 
to be reserved where it is reserved both in respect of 
the lands within the power and anciently let, and also i 
respect of lands not within the power; for, upon #2 
apportionment the ancient rent would not remain fot 
the lands within the power. 

It is more difficult, however, to understand why if 
should have been laid down that where, under & 
power to let at the ancient rent, premises within the 
power are let together with other premises not within 
the power, and an addition is made to the ancienb 


should still necessarily be bad; yet this seems to 
laid down in Co. Litt. 44b; the reason given 

that “‘the accustomable rent is not, reserved, 

part was not accustomably letten, and the 
cometh out of the whole” (see also Doe v, Lock, 


rent in respect of the new premises, the mg" j 
ry 
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& E. 748). And it is still more difficult to see the 
reason of the rule laid down in Doe v. Stephens. In 
that case the letting was of four tenements, two of which 
were not within the power, at an entire rent which was 
4n fair proportion, in point of value, to the aggregate of 
the several rents which had been formerly reserved in 
of the four tenements. The decision was that 
“the mere joining of strange tenements at an entire rent 
is fatal to the lease.” Now the joining in a lease of 
two tenements previously let separately but both within a 
power to let at the ancient rent, the rent reserved being 
jn proper proportion to the aggregate of the two several 
ancient rents, will not invalidate the lease. (Doe v. 
Williams, 11 Q. B. 688). Why should not the same 
rule apply where some of the tenements included 
in the lease at one entire rent are not within the power ? 
The only requisite ought to be that on an apportionment 
the ancient rent should remain for the tenements within 
the power. 
Bat what seems most strange of all is that it should 
have been supposed that under a power which does not 
the ancient rent to be reserved, but only requires 
the “best rent” to be reserved, the rule as to not join- 
ing “ strange tenements” applies. Beyond the dictum in 
Doe v. Stephens, we know of no authority for the notion, 
except a remark made at Nisi Prius by Lord Kenyon 
(Doe v. Lloyd, 3 Esp. 78), that if under a power to lease 
at the best rent ‘“‘the demise was of lands, and an entire 
rent reserved, and there was any part which could not 
be legally demised, then the whole of the demise was 
void.” It would seem that the only thing necessary to 
the validity of such a lease should be that, upon an ap- 
portionment of the entire rent, sufficient should be left 
to constitute the “best rent” for the settled lands. 
But in face of the dicta of Lord Kenyon and Lord 
Denman, the practitioner can hardly be advised to dis- 
pense with distinct reservations of rent in a lease under 
this power, comprising also lands not within the power. 
A writer on successful lawyers in the current number 
of the Westminster Review refers to Lord Justice Knight 
Bruce, who, he says, ‘‘ struck by the dullness and gloomi- 
ness of the proceedings in courts of equity, sought to 
enliven -aesaceagge 4 by an occasional exhibition of 
judicial waggery. ese attempts were enhanced by a 
sonorous voice and a solemn, iauetions way of comhies.” 
And he cites the case in which a solicitor of the court 
having become one of its suitors, the learned judge thus 
aketched the proceedings—‘‘The court,” commenced the 
lord Justice, ‘‘has been now for several days occupied in 
the matrimonal quarrels of a solicitor and his wife. He was 
man not unaccustomed to the ways of the softer sex, for he 
hadalready had ninechildren by three successive wives. She, 
however (herself a widow) was well informed of alltheseante- 
sedents, and, it appears, did not consider them any objection 
totheir union, and they were married. No sooner were they 
united, however, than they were uubappily disunited by 
TERY disputes as to her property. These disputes 
disturbed even the period usually dedicated to the soft 
delights of matrimony, and the honeymoon was occupied 
endeavours to induce her to exercise a testamentary 
Power of appointment in his favour. She, however, 
» and 80 we find that, in due course, at the end of 
the month, he brought home with disgust his still intestate 
. The disputes continued, until at last they ex- 
changed the irregular quarrels of domestio strife for the 
more hag ae ac 2 Bg sg eh arigee of Doctors’- 
Commons incoln’s-inn.” In h 
Mueation to be decided was on "a: wesomenn 
z a will, the Lord Justice remarked : — “If, 
be spirits of the departed are ever permitted to 
Sonscions of things which take place here below, 
and if the spirit of the testator has been cognizant 
of the discussion which has been going on here to-day, he 
have been, no doubt, considerably astonished, per- 
I might say, disgusted, at the intentions which have 
Secribed to him, aud the varions meanings which 
been put upon his words. Nevertheless, we must 








=. that he intended what, as lawyers, we make his 


mean--no matter whether he meant it or not.” 
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Rebiews. 


CRIMINAL LAW. 
GomMENTARIES ON THE CarminaL Law. By Jorn Prentiss 
Bisnor. Sixth Editiom&’ Revised and greatly enlarged. 
Boston: Little, Brown, & Co. 1877. ; 


The first edition of this two-volume work, which forms 
_* of a series of five volumes,” was published in 1856, 
and the fifth in 1872. The present edition contains 
references to 9,514 cases (being an increase of 2,498 over 
the fifth), “ the English cases, including the Irish, and a 
few Scotch and Canadian,” numbering 3,321, and the 
American, 6,193. This being the material out of which 
the book is made, Mr. Bishop speaks of his work as an 
editor as follows :— 

“To a mass of material, embracing the substance of 
several thousand adjudged cases, which lay by me neither 
used nor definitively rejected after preparing the last edi- 
tions of my books on the criminal law, I added the fruits 
of fresh searching through the reports for cases which I 
might have overlooked or too hastily rejected, together 
with the adjudged law subsequently made public. With 
this material before me, I went through the entire work. 
- .«.. Tofind the cases, I have personally handled every 
volume of the reports, and consulted all the auxiliary helps 
known to the profession ; and to have them before me while 
writing, I have employed the most successful devices 
hitherto invented. Moreover, in the production of my 
series of books on the criminal law I have spent in undivided 
labour more than half the working years of an average 
lifetime.” 

Hére we have, it seems, a model editor, and it could 
be wished that his example of re-arranging, instead of 
merely adding or omitting, were more frequently followed 
on this side of the Atlantic. We may add that, in point 
of arrangement, of facility of reference, and clearness 
of legal exposition, the book impresses us as being 
one of very considerable merit. 

The distinctive feature of the work is this, that is a 
book to read, and not a mere work of reference, or col- 
lection of cases, as so many English law books are. The 
style no doubt is here and there diffuse; there is scarcely 
@ page upon which it does not appear from some word or 
phrase on which side of the Atlantic the work was pro- 
duceg, and what is a more serious defect, there is a 
tendency to write platitudes, especially in the first 
volnme. But the practitioner who has a difficult ques- 
tion in criminal law to solve will scarcely ever fail to find 
some kind of an answer, and the answer will be given in 
a manner that will impart interest as well as informa- 
tion. 

But it will be desirable to select one or two particular 
points for especial notice. 

In discussing the question of homicide under the 
branch of “ blow and death in different jurisdictions‘ 
(chap. 1, s. 112), we find the English cases, such as 
Reg. v. Anderson (L. R. 1 C. OC. R. 161), carefully noted 
and compared with the American authorities in an 
elaborate note of many pages long, apropos of the 
American case of Commonwealth v. Macloon (101 Mass. 
1), in which it was held that where blows and other 
injuries had been inflicted on a seaman in a British ship 
on the high seas by persons not eitizens of Massa- 
chusetts, and the seaman died of the injuries in Massa- 
chusetts, the offenders could be convicted and punished 
by the courts of the latter State. The note is a good 
specimen of legal writing, but the exact effect of the 
English and American rules, which are in conflict, seems 
to be scarcely sufficiently brought out. That the 
Franconia case is not cited is merely a i 
misfortune, and no fault of the author. 

On the subject of ‘attempted pocket-picking and 
abortion in England” we are told (vol. 2, s. 741) that 
“the cases are not reconcilable with uniform 
principle.” In Reg. v. Collins (L. & ©. 471), it seems 
to have been held that a person cannot be can- 
victed of an attempt to steal by picking a pocket unless 
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it be shown that the pocket had something in it, 
whereas, about twenty years previously, it had been 
decided in Reg. v. Goodhall (1 Den. C. C. 187) that 
@ person could be convicted of using an instrument with 
intent to procure abortion, although the evidence showed 
affirmatively that the woman, supposed to be pregnant, 
was not so in fact. ‘The acutest understanding,” says 
Mr. Bishop, “‘could not reconcile these two cases.” 
*‘No one can seriously doubt that the protection of the 
public requires the punishment to be administered 
equally, whether in the unseen depths of the pocket or 
the womb what was supposed to exist was really present 
or not.” After demolishing in a lengthy foot-note the 
opinion contrd of Mr. Heard in the second edition of 
Bennett and Heard’s Leading Criminal Cases, vol. 2, pp. 
482, 483; Mr. Bishop presents us with a rule in 
reason, as follows :— . 

“In reason the rule is, that if there is an intent to do 
what in law constitutes a substantive crime, and the per- 
son intending such crime proceeds in its commission till 
interrupted by some unforeseen impediment or lack out- 
side of himself, special to the particular case, and not 
open to observation, he commits the indictable attempt.” 
This rule is not very happily expressed, and we must 
confess to an inclination to agree with Mr. Heard, but 
we are none the less obliged to Mr. Bishop for his care- 
ful examination of an important and interesting point, 
especially as he is borne out by American authorities. 

We have frequent quotations from the judgments of 
England and American judges, and these are not too 
long and are well selected ; though perhaps to present 
us with twenty-three different definitions of larceny 
is going a little too far. Indeed Mr. Bishop’s chief 
fault is his diseursiveness, especially in his notes. The 
old law of *‘ Mayhem,” for instance, is treated with a 
minuteness which the subject does not require. 

In point of printing, the work is excellent. The 
margin strikes us, however, as being too narrow. In- 
stead of marginal notes we have headings in bold type 
running into the page. The table of cases appears at the 
end of the first volume, and a table of contents called 
“an analytical index” precedes a very fair alphabetical 
index at the end of the second. 


HINDU INHERITANCE. 
A Cuan? or Hixov Famuy Innerirance; with an Ex- 
pLawaToRY Treatise. By Atmaric Rumsey. Second 
Edition, much enlarged. London: Allen & Co. 
‘When a second edition is as great an improvement on 
the first 9s is the second edition of Mr. Rumsey’s “Chart 
of Hindu Inheritance” upon the first edition, it deserves 
something more than a formal recognition. The main 
improvement in the work under notice consists in an 
enlarged treatment of the peculiar rules of law pre- 
vailing in the Mithila School, the Maharashtra School, and 
the Dradida, but the scheme and scope of the book 
remain unaltered. The fact that the book has been 
selected by the Civil Service Commissioners for 
recommendation to the selected candidates for the 
Indian Civil Service is, of course, a strong testi- 
mony to its merits. But we could wish that Mr. 
Rumsey had not alluded in his preface to the 
absence of any correct and intelligible work on 
Hindu inheritance as the raison d’étre of his chart, for 
this rather savours of discourtesy towards his many 
fellow-labourers in the difficult field of Hindu 
law. We would also suggest that, when this work 
reaches a third edition, Mr. Rumsey should eliminate 
his hite at Sir W. M. Macnaghten, who wrote an un- 
doubtedly useful book on Hindu law without a tithe of 
the advantages which are ready to the hands of modern 
writers on the same subject. We may remark that Mr. 
Rumsey seems to accept without question the doctrine 
of the schools of Hindu law, in spite of the fact that the 
idea is to gain ground that this is a com- 
paratively modern idea, and that the pure Hindu law 
‘was innocent of any such divisions, 





en 


Cases of the Greek. 


MInEowKxER—WatTER — NEGLIGENCE—INJuRY 170 
yoIniInc Minse—Insunction—Damacus.—In a case of 
West Cumberland Iron and Steel Company v. Kenyon, do. 
cided by Fry, J., on the 6th inst., a question arose ag tp 
the liability of a mineowner in respect of water di 
from his mine into the adjoining mine of another owner, 
The defendants were the occupiers of a mine adjoining the 
mine of the plaintiffs, the plaintiffs’ mine being on the 
dip of the strata from the defendants’, so that water from 
the defendants’ mine naturally flowed towards the plain. 
tiffs’. The deiendants had sunk a new shaft, at the 
bottom of which they had made a borehole, through whigh 
water flowed into some old unused workings lying under 
the seam which they were working, and thence found its 
way. by natural percolation into the plaintiffs’ mine, The 
plaintiffs alleged that they were consequently compelled | 
to incur an increased expense in pumping, in order to keep 
their mine dry, and they claimed an injunction to restrain 
the defendants from permitting the borehole to remain 
open, and damages for the past injury. Upon the evidence 
the court beld that the defendants had made the borehole, 
not in the ordinary and proper course of working, for the 
purpose of proving the strata, but solely for the purpoy 
of getting rid of the water. The defendants were there 
fore liable for the injury which their operations had caused 
to the plaintiffs. On behalf of the defendants it was, how. 
ever, contended that no injury had resulted to the plaintiffs, 
because the water which found its way through the bor- 
hole, or at any rate the greater part of it, would, if the 
borehole had not been made, have found its way by natural 
percolation through undefined channels into the plaintiff’ 
mine. Therefore it was said that, in estimating the — 
damages, the defendants were entitled to oredit for the 
water which would in any event have found its way into 
the plaintiffs’ mine, and this would practically reduce the 
damages to nothing. Fry, J., came to the conclusion, on 
the evidence, that, as a matter of fact, the defendants were 
right in saying that the greater part of the water would 
have percolated naturally into the plaintiffs’ mine, but he 
held that this fact would not avail the defendants as an 
excuse inlaw. By intercepting, as they were entitled 
do, the natural flow of the water by their shaft they a- 
quired a property in the water thus collected, just m 
if they had sunk a well to collect it; and, having acquiral 
this property, they must take it with all its liabilities ; they 
must bear the burden as well as take the benefit. They 
must take the property for better and for worse; they — 
could not appropriate the water for their own advantage, — 
and then expropriate it for the purpose of casting it m 
their neighbour's land. Having —. eee it for their 
own purposes they were responsible for its future 
even though it afterwards came to their neighbour's amt 


only through natural channels. An injunction was acoord- 
ingly granted restraining the defendants from allowing — 
the borehole to remain open, and an inquiry as to 

was ordered, the measure of damages being the increased 
expense of pumping incurred by the plaintiffs in the period 
during which the borehole was open. 


PAYMASTER-GENERAL—PowER OF CourT OF APPEAL 
ENFORCE Onper.—In a case of Ede v. Vyse an — 
was, on the 6th inst. made to the Court o y 
under the following circumstances :—On the 3rd of July — 
the Court of Appeal (reversing a decision of Hall, V. 
ordered that a sum of money in court should be paid tot 
defendant. The plaintiff afterwards took out a summons® 
the Vice-Chancellor’s chambers to stay the proceeding 
under the order A auree. | an appeal to the House of La 
The chief clerk declined to make any order on the summ 
but, at the plaintiff’s request, he ordered it to stand OF 
till November to be heard by the Vice-Chancellor hi 
The plaintiff then gave notice to the Paymaster-Generat # 
the pending summons, and he thereupon refused to pay 
money to the defendant. The defendant then sppae 
to the Coart of A to direct the Paymaster-G 4 ot 

themoneytohim, James, L.J., said that, the Paymaam 
eral being an officer, not of the Court of App 1, be =. 
the Ohaucery Division of the High Court, the 
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Appeal had no original jurisdiction to direct him to make 
the But they had power, if necessary, to enforce 
ee their former order by an order of committal. 
And the court desired this to be communicated to the 


master-General. No doubt an intimation of this kind 
TW kore the decired effect. 





Sync Procerpines] PENDING APPEzaL—WINDING-vuP 
Costs of APPLICATION—OrD. 58, Rr. 16.—In acase 

of In re The Phosphate Sewage Company the Court of 
Appeal (James, Baggallay, and-Cotton, L.JJ.), on the 8th 
inst, made an order staying the proceedings under an order 
made by Hall, Y.C., to wind up the company, pending the 
hearing of an appeal by the company from that order. 
There was a question whether the meres ought to be 
wound up upon the petition on which the Vice-Chancellor 
had made the order, or upon another petition presented by 
the company themselves, the difference being this—that upon 
the company’s petition the winding up would not relate 
back so far by many months as upon the other petition, and 
therefore, would not render void certain transactions which 
would be rendered void under the order actually made. 


And the court thought that this was a sufficient ground for | \ ; 
i action came on for tri 


staying the proceedings. At first the court were disposed to 
direct that the costs of the application to stay the proceedings 
should be costs of the appeal, on the ground that the order 

ed from was not One which directed the payment of 
any money. But, upon consideration, the court said that 
the staying of proceedings was an indulgence, and that there 
was no reason for deviating from the ordinary rule, as laid 
down in Merry v. Nickalls (21 W. R. 305, L. R. 8 Ch. 205) 
and Cooper v. Cooper (24 


plicant. 


Tavst—Banxrvrrcy or DesToR—DIscHARGE FROM CusTODY 
—Bangrvurtcy Act, 1869, s. 12—Dezstors Act, 1869, s, 4, 
—On the same “7 application was made to the court, 
ina case of Lord Lewes v. Barnett, to order the discharge 
from prison of the defendant, who had been imprisoned 
on the 15th of March under an order of attachment for 
non-payment of a sum of £2,000, which he had been ordered 
to pay to the plaintiff, for whom he had received the money 
ine faaciary capacity. Quite recently the defendant had 
filed a declaration of inability to pay his debts, and had, 
on the 8rd of August, been adjadicated a bankrupt on the 
oe of a friendly creditor. He then applied to Malins, 
.0., for his release from custody, but the Vice-Chancellor 
refused to make any order until the bankrapt should have 
passed his examination in the bankruptcy, and given a full 
scconnt of his property. Upon the appeal, it was urged 
that the defendant was entitled to be released, inasmuch 
0s the attachment, not being a punishment or penalty, but 
only @ means of enforcing payment of the debt, was 
“remedy against the person of the bankrupt in respect of a 
Amd debt ” within the meaning of section 12 of the 
ptcy Act, 1869, which, by virtue of that section, the 
creditor was not at liberty to enforce after the adjudication, 
and reliance was placed upon the decision of the Court of 
bo in Cobham v. Dalton (23 W. R. 865, L. BR. 10.Ch. 655), 
it was held that a creditor could not, after his debtor 

had been adjudicated a bankrupt, enforce an attachment 
against him in respect of a debt arising out of a breach of 
trost during the period between the order of adjudication 
and the order of discharge in the bankruptoy, and it was 
urged that there was no distinction between the enforce- 
ment of an attachment after the adjudication and the con- 
tinuance of the imprisonment of the debtor after the adju- 
under an attachment put in force before the 

- The court (James, lay, and Cotton, 

J.), however, were of opinion that this made a complete 

in between the two cases. In Cobham v. Dalton 

the creditor was himself taking a proceeding to enforce a 
against the persgn of the debtor; therefore section 

of the Bankruptey Act, 1869, applied. In Lord Lewes 

¥ the creditor himself was taking no proceeding. 

The attachment had been validly issued before the bank. 
ruptey, aud what was afterwards done was the act of the 
Sourt, not of the creditor. Therefore, section 12 did not 
“pply. A man could not obtain his discharge from prison 





. R. 628, L. R. 2 Ch. D. 492), | 
that the costs of the application must be paid by the ap- | 


in this way by committing a voluntary act of bankraptey 
and disabling himself from paying the debt for non-pay-- 
ment of which he had been committed. 


INQUIRIES BEFORE Triat—Discretion or JUDGR—Oxp. 
33.—In another case of The Northamptow Coal and Iren 
Company v. The Midland Wagon Company, heard the same - 
day, the action was brought to set aside a contract entered 
into by the plaintiff company with the defendant company 
for the hire and purchase of wagons, on the ground that 
some directors of the plaintiff company had been induced 
by the defendants to enter into the contract by means of a 
bribe in the shape of commission. Upon an interlocutory 
application Malins, V.C., had directed an inquiry whether 
the price agreed to be paid for the wagons was a fair and 
proper one. The plaintiffs objected that this inquiry would 
only involve unnecessary expense, and that it could have no 

ing upon the real issue to be tried in the action. The 
Court of Appeal (James, Baggallay, and Cotton, L.JJ.), 
however, refused to interfere with the exercise of the Vice- 
Chancellor’s discretion. He had come to the conclusion 
that the answer to this inquiry would assist him when the 
al, and it would be better that some 
unnecessary expense should be incurred in this instance 
than that all orders of this kind should be made the subject 
of appeal, first to this court and then to the House of 
Lords. At the same time it must be clearly understood 
that the answer to this inquiry ought to have no other 
effect than the ascertaining of the particular fact to which 
the inquiry was directed. It must not be considered as in 
any way deciding or prejudicing any other fact or issue in 
the action. And, as some of the expressions used by the 
Vice-Chancellor in his judgment had probably led to the 
appeal, the costs of the appeal were made costs in the action. 


} Cotton, L.J., said that it must be understood that in thus 
ArracHMENT FoR Non-PAYMENT OF MoNEY—BREACH OF | 


ceciding there was no intention to limit the power of the 
Court of Appeal to interfere in any case where it might see 
that inquiries had been directed which would lead to use- 
less litigation. 





PLEaDING— DEPENCE AND CounNTER-CLAIM— SPECIFIC 
STATEMENT oF Facts RELIED on—OrD. 19, BR. 3, 4,8, 
10.—In another case of Breslauer v. Wilson, heard the same 
day, a question arose as to the proper form of a defenee and 
counter-claim, similar to that which was lately decided by Fry, 
J., in Crowe v. Barnicot (25 W. R. 789, noted ante, p. 706). 
The plaintiff alleged by his statement of claim that he and 
Dixon, one of the defendants, were the registered owners of 
a ship, the plaintiff being registered as the owner of fifty- 
two sixty-fourth shares, and Dixon registered as owner of the 
remaining twelve sixty-fourth shares, and that the plaintiff, 
as the holder of the majority of the shares, had the manage- 
ment of the ship, and was the only proper person to receive all 
moneys and make all payments in respect of her. The 
plaintiff further alleged that a sum of £1,100 had been 
recovered in an action in the Admiralty Division as damages 
in respect of an injury done to the ship by a collision with 
another ship, that this sum had been paid to another 
defendant, Cooper, who was the solicitor in the action for 
the plaintiff, that Cooper had received it for the convenience 
of the plaintiff, but that he declined to pay it over to the 
plaintiff because the other defendants had made claims 
upon it, and the plaintiff claimed to have the £1,100 paid 
to him. Four of the defendants, named J. Wilson, E. 
Wilson, Thomson, and Noakes, delivered a “statement of 
defence and counter-claim,” which consisted of seventeen 
consecutive paragraphs in which the allegations of the 
statement of claim were respectively admitted or denied, 
and other facts were stated. And then, without any fresh 
statement of facts, “by way of counter-claim ” the - 
ants claimed certain relief which was set forth ia 
seven other paragraphs, The defendants alleged that 
they were in equity part-owners of the ship, having, 
before the collision in question took place, purchased 
from the plaintiff and paid for certain shares in the ship. 
They also alleged that the plaintiff,.as managing owner of 
the ship, had charged the defendants, and that they had 
paid him, for premiums of insurance larger sums than he 
had actually paid, and that he had omitted to account for 
sums recaived by him from anderwriters on account of the 





damages sustained by the ship from the collision; and the 
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defendauts claimed a declaration that they were entitled 
to the respective sLases in tke ship which they claimed» 
ard to proportionate shares of the £1,100; an account of 
the sums cbarged by tLe plaintiff for insurance beyond 
thrt be had actually paid, and payment of the excess out 
rf the plaintiff's stare of the £1,100 or otherwise { “an 
accennt of the sums received by the plaintiff from under- 
writers, end payment of the defencants’ proportionate 
sberes of these sums cut of the £1,100 or otherwise ; and 
gn recount of the sums reeeived by the plaintiff as managing 
ewner of the ship in respect of earnings of the ship, and 
pa; ment to the defendants of their proportionate shares 
of those sume. The plaintiff applied to Bacon, V.C., to 
trike out the defence and counter-claim as tending toem- 
barrass the fair trial of the action, and the Vice-Chancellor 
ordered it to be struck ont, on the ground that the defence 
and counter-claim bad been improperly mixed up together. 
This decision was affirmed by the Court of Appeal (James, 
EBaggallay, and Cotton, L.JJ.). James, L.J., said that the 
deferce was simply that the defendarts were co-owners, ard 
it ovgkt to bave been kept distinct from (he counter-claim. 
And the court expressed a donbt whether the relief claimed 
eould properly be made the eubject of a counter-claim at 
al}, inasmuch as the only issue to be tried as against the 
defendant Cooper was whether he kad received the £1,100 
for the plaintiff alone, or for him and the other co-owners 
oftbeehip. Leave to amend was given. 








THE CASE OF ‘“‘THE FRANCONIA.” 


Mr. Dwicut Foster, writing in the American Law 
Revicw on this case, says:—We do not propose to review 
exbanstively this cause, which is likely long to be celebrated ; 
but s'mply to call attention to a few of the points involved, 
which eeem to us important and interesting :— 

1st. All the juéges appear to have agreed that the limits 
of Fuglish counties extend only to low-water mark. Thus, 
Sir Robert Phillimore said :— 

**The jurisdiction which now exists over offences com- 
mitted at sea is that which was once possessed by the court 
of the admiral. The county extends to low-water mark, 
where the ‘high seas’ begin. Between high snd low- 
water maik, the courts of oyer and terminer hed jurisdic- 
tion when the tide was out ; the court of the admiral when 
the tide was iv.” 

Chief Justice Cockburn declared :— 

** Whatever of the sea lies within the body of a county is 
within the jurisdiction of the common Jaw ; whatever does 
net, belonged formerly to that of the admiralty, and now 
belongs to the courts to which the jurisdiction of the 
aimiral has been transferred by statute; while in the 
estuaries or mouths of great rivers, below the bridges, in the 
matter of murder and mayhem, the jurisdiction is concurrent. 
(on the shore of the outer sea, the body of the county ex- 
tevos so far as the land is uncovered by water. And so 
rigorons bas been the line of demarcation between the two 
ap that, as regards the shore between high and 
ow water mark, the jurisdiction has been divided between 
the admiralty and the common law, according to the state 
of the tide. Such was the law in the time of Lord Coke, 
and such it is still.” 

Apparently, all the judges concurred in this statement. 
Indeed, all who were in favour of sustaining the conviction 
must necessarily bave done so, since, if the manslaughter 
had been committed within the body of the county of 
Kent, the Central Criminal Court could have had no 
jurisdiction, and the defendant must have been tried 
at the assizes for that county. It is by no means 
clear, upow the authorities, that the same rule as to 
county limite is established in the United States. In a 
very learned note to Commonwealth vy. Roxbury (9 Gray, 
512), tbe presert Chief Justice of Massachusetts remarks : 
“The bow of counties are co-extensive with 
the limite of the commonwealth, for all purposes 
not affected by the constitution and laws of the 
United States.” Of course this qualification means that, 
for certain purpoees within these limits, the sovereignty of 
the commonwealth may te subordinate to that of the 
United States, under constitution and Jaws. The 
snuorator could not have intended it to be understood that 
the limits of coun:irs, as territorial divisions, shift or vary 


—= 
according to circumstances. In the —_. of Chief Jastigg 
Shaw, in the case annotated, it is said: ‘‘ Counties are com: 
posed of towns; and for many purposes the body of the 
county extends, not only over the shores of the 
to some —— a the ye of bs tide—for 

urposes of civil and criminal proceedings, and for 

a oses of jurisdiction.” Faxtede rgd conte fal 
hel that “all creeks, havens, coves, and inlets lying within 
projecting headlands and islands, and all bays and arms 
of the sea lying within and between lands not so widg 
but that persons and objects on the one side can be dig. 
cerned by the naked eye by persons on the opposite side, 
are taken to be within the body of the county” (Common. 
wealthy. Peters, 12 Met. 392). Very many authorities, English 
and American, sustain the accuracy of this statement. The 
question of difficulty is, how far do the boundaries of counties 
extend, not upon bays and harbours “inter fauces terre,” 
but off the coast, ‘‘ upon the shores of the outer sea” ? 

This question as to the limits of counties can arise only 
upon the assumption that the territorial domain of the 
State extends beyond low-water mark, If the line of the 
State stops there, that of the couaty can, of course, go no 
farther; but if the territorial domain of the State extends 
a marine league farther, is the boundary of the county oo. 
extensive therewith ? In New York, under a penal statute 
of no extra-territorial force, an action was brought by an 
administrator to recover damages for causing the death of 
his intestate by drowning, in consequence of a collision 
between a sloop, on board of which he was, and a steamboat 
owned by the defendant corporation. The case depended 
entirely on the question whether the waters of Long Ieland 
Sound, below low-water mark, within a mile of*shore, 
were within the State of New York. The court said: 
‘*We think there is no force in the suggestion that, if 
the State owns to the centre of the sound, a considerable 
part of our domain is not partitioned into counties 
and towns. Even if the statute, in declaring the 
bounds of the counties bcrdering on the sound, 
had limited them in terms to the line of low-water 
mark, it would indicate nothing but the mere fact that the 
Legislature had deemed their extension to the exterior 
water-line of the State a matter of no practical importance; 
but, in the absence of any such limitation, we are clearl 
of opinion that the respective counties and towns w 
are bounded generally on the sound comprehend within 
their limits the waters between their respective shores and 
the water-line of the State” (Mahie v. Transportation Com- 
pany, 35 N. Y. 358). 

In November, 1859, an indictment for kidnapping was 
tried in the superior court for Barnstable county, where 
the offence consisted in the transfer of a fugitive slave from 
the brig on which he had concealed himeelf, at Pensacola, 
to another vessel, with a view to return him to slavery in 
Florida. ‘The two vessels were lying off Hyannis, far beyond 
low-water mark, though less than three miles from the 
shore. The defence claimed that the crime was not com. 
mitted within the body of the county of Barnstable ; the 
Government that the}place wasa part of a bay or harbour inter 
Sauces terre. The principal question submitted to the jury, Who 
returned a verdict of “Not guilty,” was whether the limits of 
the county extended to the place where the two vessels lay, 
from one to the other of which the fugitive was transfe 
The court held that these limits extended between the 
tm ot land, as far as objects could reasonably be 

iscerned, from shore to shore, and no farther. In the 
course of the trial, the presiding judge remarked, “If the 
meng of the State extends to the distance of » matine 
eague from the shore, as I suppose it does, it does not 
follow, as a matter of course, that the jurisdiction of the 
county of Barnstable extends to that distance. I do no 
find any authority to that effect.” This Nist Prius ruling 
was made by one of the ablest men of his day,* whe 
shortly after declined the place of Chief Justice 

Massachusetts, upon the resignation of Shaw, C.J. Butwe — 
refer to it, chiefly because it led to the immediate passage of 
the following statute, 1859, c. 289 (Gen. St. c. 1,8. 1):— 

** The territoris! limits of this commoftwealth extend oné 
marine league from its sea-shore at low-water mark. Whee 
an inlet or arm of the sea does not exceed two marine 
leagues in width between its head-lands, a straight line from — 








memory we cannot 
refrain from paying a passing tribute of affectionate respect. 


* Charles Allen, of Worcester, to whose 
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one head-land to the other is equivalent to the shore-line. 

boundaries of counties bordering on the sea extend to 
the line of the State as above defined. The jurisdiction of 
counties separated by waters, within the jurisdiction of the 
State, is concurrent upon and over such waters,” 

The validity of so much of the foregoing enactment as 
deolares the boundaries of counties to be co-extensive with 
the territorial limits of the commonwealth is obviously 

table. To the remaining provisions of the sextion 
we shall refer » 

9nd. Chief Justice Cockburn occupies considerable space 
in criticizing and controverting the statement in Hale’s 
Pleas of the Crown, vol. 2, p. 12, that, prior to the 35 
Edward Ill., a.p. 1362, the court of King’s Bench had 
ngually cognizance of treasons and felonies done on the 
narrow seas, though out of the boundaries of counties. He 
reviews at length the eight cases cited in support of this 
dictum ; and arriyes at the conclusion, that the King’s 
Bench, in dealing with cases occurring below low-water 
mark, and therefore dehors the limits of any county, was 
deemed to be exceeding its lawful authority. The prob- 
ability is, he says, that the exercise of this jurisdiction was 

upon as a usurpation which it was thought necessary 
to restrain.. But Sir Travers Twiss, the learned writer on 
international law, in an article called forth by the case of 
The Franconia, has given a full account of the most ancient 
case onthesubject decided in 25 Edward I.,a.p. 1297, inwhich 
the judges of this court used strong language as to their 
— upon the high seas, onene of them, Metingham, 
, declaring, “‘We say we have as much power to take 
jzance of an act done upon sea as upon land.” 
"Wabaty enougd, in a recent Massachusetts case, Gray, 
CJ., has taken occasion to apply to this question his re- 
markable powers of research. He says, “In the most 
ancient times of which we have any considerable records, 
the English courts of common law took jurisdiction of 
crimes committed at sea, both by English subjects and by 
igners.”* In the course of his dissertation he quotes 
at length from Sir Matthew Hale’s unpublished treatise 
on the admiralty jurisjiction, preserved among the 
Hargrave MS. in the British Museum, a copy of 
whish, procured more than forty years ago by Charles 
Sumner for Judge Story, is now the property of the Chief 
Justice. We will quote sentences only from Lord Hale’s 
treatise: ‘‘Anciently, at common law, criminal causes 
done upon the high sea were heard and determined in the 
King’s Bench, upon an indictment in an adjacent county. 
+ + . The jarisdiction of the common law is far more 
ancient than that of the admiralty, and the latter of no 
ancienter addition than Edward I.’’ On the whole, we 
think that Chief Jastice Cockburn is mistaken in supposing 
this jarisdiction to have been usurped, and in excess of the 
rightful authority of the King’s Bench, Bat little more 
than antiquarian interest can attach to such a discussion 
at the present day. 

8rd. The Crown claimed a conviction on the ground 

the crime was committed upon a British vessel, and 
within English territorial jurisdiction. This 
Contention was the occasion of much ingenious and 
subtle reasoning. The deceased, when drowned, was on 
board an English steamer; and the defendant, having 
Caused her death, was therefore guilty, said the minority 
of thecourt. If it had been an intentional and malicious 
act, this might have been so, answered the majority ; but 
an act of negligence was the only thing chargeable upon 
the accused, and that was wholly committed on the German 
steamer beyond English jurisdiction. Mr. Benjamin is said 
to have admitted that a foreigner wovld be liable for murder 
committed within the three-mile belt. His words were, ‘‘If 
® man intentionally fires at a man, I should not contest it 
it be murder, whether I carry that admission too far or 
t This concession, and the argument of the minority 
on the point, were founded mainly on the authority of Rex 
¥: Coombes (1 Leach, Or. C. $88, Hast, P. O. p. 367), in which, 
ona trial for murder under an admiralty commission, all 
the judges held, that where a shot had been fired from the 
at @ person in a vessel on the sea, and had killed him 
there, the offence was cognizable in admiralty. Chief 
Justice Cockburn said, that case, “in my opinion, was 
rightly decided, and I think the same principle would apply 


* Commonwealth v. McLoon (101 Mass, 1). 
t Opinion of Grove, J. ' : 








where the master of a vessel p ly ran down another, 
and by so doing caused the death of a person on 
board. For, his immediate act is confined to 
running his ship against the other, it is, nevertheless, his 
act which causes the ship run down tosink. It is as 
much his act which causes the death of the person 
drowned as though he had actually thrown such person 
into the water. If, therefore, the defendant had par- 
posely run into The Strathclyde, I should have been 
prepared to hold that the killing of the deceased was his 
act, where the death took place, and consequently that the 
act—in other words, the offence of which he has been 
convicted—had been committed on board a British ship. 
Whether the same principle would apply to a case 
of manslaughter arising from the running down of 
another ship through negligence, or to a case where 
death is occasioned by the careless discharge of a gun, 
is a very different thing, and may admit of serious 
doubt; for, in such a case, there is no intention acocom- 
pavying the act into its ulterior consequences. The 
negligence in running down a ship may be said te 
be confined to the improper navigation of the ship 
occasioning the mischief; the party guilty of such 
negligence is neither actually, nor in intention, and thas 
constructively, in the ship on which the death takes place.” 
This subtle distinction between murder and manslaughter is 
wholly repudiated by the minority of the judges, inasmuch 
as it is founded upon the hypothesis, that one who inten- 
tionally causes a homicide in another jurisdiction is con- 
structively present where the act is done; but that one wha, 
under the same circumstances, by reckless negligence causes 
death is not constructively present when the consequences 
of his negligence occur. Is would seem to follow that, 
where homicide is intentional, but reduced by ad-quate pro- 
vocation to the grade of manslaughter, the defendant would 
be equally amenable as if his offence were murder. So thut 
manslaughter by negligence is the only kind of criminal , 
homicide excluded by this part of the reasoning of the 
Chief Justice, where the act is done in one jurisdiction, and 
the actor is in fact personally elsewhere. But he does not 
leave the argument thus ; he proceeds to maintain that the 
true question is not, whether the death, which no doubt 
took sieeb in a British ship, was the avt of the defendant in 
such ship, but whether the defendant, at the tim the act 
was done, was himself within British jurisdic.ion. His 
language is :— 

‘In order to render a foreigner liable to the local law, 
he must, at the time the offence was committed, have beeu 
within British territory if on land, or in a British ship if 
atsea. . . . According to the doctrine of Lord Coke, ia 
Calvin's case (5 Co. R.), protection and allegiance are 
correlative; or, as I prefer to put it, it is only for acta 
done when the person doing them is within the area over 
which the authority of British law extends that the 
subject of a foreign State owes obedience to that law, or 
can be made amenable to its jurisdiction.” 

In an earlier part of the opinion he had said :— 

“The jurisdiction of the admiral, though largely asserted 
in theory, was never, so far as | am aware—except in 
the case of piracy, which, as the pirate was considered 
the communis hostis of mankind, was triable auywhere— 
exercised, or attempted to be exercised, in respect of 
offences, over other than English ships. No instance of 
any such exercise, or attempted exercise, atter every 
possible search has been made, has been brought w our 
notice.” 

And again he says: “The admiral never had juris 
diction over foreign ships on the high seas,” 

We pass by, for want of space, the discussion of these 
interesting questions as to the jurisdiction of English 
admiralty and common law courts. The Federal courts 
have no common law criminal jurisdiction; but ‘ake cogni- 
zance solely of crimes punishable under express statu'es of 
the United States. By successive enactments, both murder 
and manslaughter, resulting from blows, wounds, or poison- 
ing on the high seas, are punishable where the death takes 
place on land. Although the language of these statutes is 
general, yet they are not held to extend to the acts of 
foreigners on board yom vessels, The same construction 
has been putin England upon the statute of 9 Geo, 4, ¢ 
31, s. 8 But, in Michigan and Massachusetts, very similar 
Acts have been held to have a more extensive applicati-n. 
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In Commonwealth v. Macloon (101 Mass. 1), the officers of a 
British ship—one of whom was an Englishman, and the | 
others citizens of Maine—maltreated on board the English 
vessel on the high seas, an American seaman, so that he 
died of the injuries thus inflicted in Boston ; and they were 
all three convicted of manslaughter. We have already, in 
another connection, referred to this very elaborate opinion, 
which deals exhaustively with all the learning on 
the subject. We do not think the English statute 
fairly distinguishable from that of Massachusetts, of which 
that of Michigan is confessedly in substance a copy. — But 
the principle that a State may properly by statute punish a 
wrongful act done elsewhere, which has been attended with 
‘fatal consequence within its borders, if the guilty party can 
there be brought to justice, seems to us unobjectionable in 
theory, and supported by strong considerations of ex- 
pediency. 

To say that one who owes no allegiance to a government 
is not punishable for an act done beyond its jurisdiction, is 
a plausible and well-sounding aphorism. In a sea-girt 
island, the whole of which constitutes a single kingdom, 
such a statement is naturally accepted as the enunciation of 
an incontrovertible principle ; but, where an invisible line 
separates two governments along a frontier of thousands of 
miles, very different views are likely to prevail. A citizen 
of Northern Maine, New Hampshire, or Vermont, with 
criminal negligence, may maintain there an insecure dam, 
which giving way, tho flood of rushing waters may destroy 
property or life in the Dominion of Canada; or he may 
carelessly let loose a dangerous animal, which may do mis- 
chief across the frontier-line; or be may recklessly, but 
without design, so use a fire-arm as to injure or xill a person 
across the border. In such cuses, civil liability for damages 
is conceded to exist in the jurisdiction where the harm is 
-done, though the guilty person has never been personally 
there. Is not the power to punish criminally for a tort, if 
the Legislature choose to confer it, co-extensive with the 
power to exact damages for it in a civil action? To limit 
criminal } urisdiction over homicide where the fatal deed was 
done in foreign territory, but death ensued within the realm, 
to cases of intentional homicide, and to resort to the legal 
fiction of the constructive presence of the wrongdoer at the 
place of death, seem to us to establish, by artificial and in- 
conclusive reasoning an inadequate and unsatisfactory rule. 
Indeed, Chief Justice Cockburn says:— 

“One who from the deck of a vessel, by the discharge of 
8 gun, either purposely or through negligence, kills or 
wounds another, is not thereby transported from the deck 
of his own vessel to that ofthe other. But, in order to render 
a foreigner liable to the local law, he must at the time the 
offence was committed Lave been within British territory, if 
on land, or, ifat sea,in a British ship. I cannot think that, 
if two ships of different nations met on the ocean, anda 
person on board of one of them were killed or wounded by a 
shot fired from the other, the person firing it would be 
amenable to the law of the ship in which the shot took 
effect.”’ 

We think that this reasoning requires the adoption of the 
rule, that no one can be punished for any crime not done by 

him while personally present within the territorial juriedic- 
tion of the sovereignty wherein the act was committed, 
unless, if absent, he was amenable to its laws because he 
owed allegiance to its government. For ourselves, we 
prefer the principle enunciated by Chief Justice Gray in 
Macloon’s case, that every government possessing the essen- 
tial attributes of sovereignty “has the general power to 
declare any wilful or negligent act, wherever committed, 
which causes an injury to person or property within its 
territory, to be a crime, and to provide for the punishment 
of the offender upon his being apprehended within its 
jurisdiction.” “Whenever any act, which, if committed 
wholly within one jurisdiction, would he criminal, is com- 
mitted partly within and partly without that jurisdiction, 
the eg is, whether so much of the act as operates in 
the State where the offender is indicted and tried has been 
declared to be punishable by the law of that jurisdiction.” 
4th. The main question remains to beadverted to. How 
far off shore does the territorial sovereignty of England ex- 
tend? Are the limite of the realm fixed.at low-water mark 
or, along the coast, do they inclade, for general purposes of 
jurisdiction. and dominion, » belt or zone of the breadth of 
& marice league from the shore? Noone of the jadges 
appears to have countenanced the notion of any farther 





extent of sovereignty. The idea of dominion over the 
narrow seas was universally rejected, even without ; 
asserted in any quarter. In the very powerful judgment 
of Chief Justice Cockburn it is scornfully repudiated, But 
to treat with wrathful scorn conclusions contrary to his own 
seems to be an intellectual peculiarity of the Chief Justice; 
who has, however, fully established his place among the 
most powerful legal intellects of this generation—a place 
to which he would have fairly entitled himself if he had 
produced nothing else besides his charge to the jury in 
the Tichborne trial and his jndgment in the case under 
discussion. A kind of careless strength in the general 
tenor of his discourse, and immense vigour whenever hig 
powers are fully aroused, seem to be his chief characterig- 
tics, rather than accurate research and calm judicial im. 
partiality. Throughout the opinion in The Franconia case 
the abundant citations of authorities appear to bear internal 
evidence of having been collected for his use by some 
subordinate rather than*of having been derived from 
original sources by his own laborious investigations. 

To tho ancient doctrine maintained by Sir Leoling 
Jenkins, and by Selden in the treatise styled ‘‘ Mare 
Clausum,” he refers in such terms as the following: “ All 
these vain and extravagant pretensions have long since 
given way to the influence of reason and common sense, 
The elaim to such sovereignty, at a\l times unfounded, hag 
long since been abandoned.” After many such emphatic 
disclaimers of Britannia’s ancient pretensions to rule the 
waves as a part of her kingdom, he proceeds to deal with 
the proposition that there is a territorial sea which forms 
a part of the realm; and he denies altogether that any 
territorial right of a nation bordering on the sea exists 
over th:t portion of the adjacent waters which are within 
three miles of the coast. ‘‘The only distinction known to 
the law of England as regards the sea,” he says, “is such 
part of the sea as is within the body of a country, and 
such as is not. Such a thing as sea, which shall beat 
one and the same time high sea and also part of the 
territory of the realm, is unknown to the present law, and 
never had an existence except in the empty and senseless 
theory of a universal dominion over the narrow seas.” 
Indeed, he traces back to the ancient assertion of 
sovereignty over the narrow seas, the origin of the modern 
doctrine of jurisdiction over the three-mile zone, and 
rejecting indignantly, as extravagant, the earlier preten- 
sions, he seems to infer that therefore the modern doctrine 
is untenable; aconclusion which to our mind is a nom 
sequitur. He apparently agrees that a nation has the right, 
under the settled principles of international law, to insist 
that the sea within three miles of its coast shall be 
in the event of war between other Powers, as 
territory, within which no warlike operations shall be 
carried on; and also that foreigners may lawfally be 
excluded from the fisheries within three miles 
coast, ‘ Possibly,” he observes, “it may not be too much 
to say that, independently of treaty, the three-mile belt of 
sea might at this day be taken for these purposes a 
belonging to the local State.” But he denies emphati 
and with frequent reiteration, that, independently 
legislation, the courts can exercise any territorial jurisdiee 
tion beyond low-water mark. If Parliament should 
see fit to treat the three-mile zone as part of the ae 
** that such legislation, whether consistent with the 
law of nations or not, would be bioding on the tribunals 
this country—leaving the question of its consistency 
international law to be determined between the goverae 
ments of the respective nations—can, of course, admit of 
no doubt.” But he insists that the power of Parliament 
- legislate cannot make up for the absence of actual legis 

tion, 

Turning to the opinions of the minority of the courtly 


the best statement is found in that of Sir Baliol Brett, who — 


says :— 
“ The dispute is whether, by the consent of all, certai® 
limited rights are given to the adjacent country, such a 
the right that the waters should be treated as what i# 
called a ‘neutral zone ;’ or whether the water is, by the 
consent of all, given to the adjacent country as its 
with all rights of territory, it being agreed by 


country, with all others, that all shall have a free rightol | 


navigation or way over such waters, for harmless paseagy 
and some other rights. 
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«Jf the latter view be correct, the ad acent country ha® 


the three miles as its property—as under its dominion and 


ignty; if so, those three miles are its territorial 


waters, subject to the right of property, dominicn, and 


sovereignty. These are all the rights, and the same rights, 

which a nation has, or can have, over its land territory. 

If, then, such be its rights over the three miles of sea, 

thet sea is as much part of its country or territory as its 
» 


Probably little practical importance will attach in the 
fature to the diversity of opinion developed in this discus- 
gion. If the power to legislate over the three-mile zone, 
aa part of its territorial dominion, should be exercised 

yy any State or vation, it seems unlikely that any serious 
ection or complaint will be made by any other Power. 
advantages, and rare and trifling inconveniences, 
geem to us likely to result from treating the three-mile 
belt as a part of the territory of the adjacent State, to the 
same extent as harbours and small bays are now so treated, 
by universal consent. And we perceive no inconsistency 
in principle, or practical difficulty, in holding that this 
territorial sovereignty is subject to the right or easement 
of navigation over the littoral waters to be enjoyed by all 
the world except alien enemies. Nor would it be imprac- 
ticable to adopt the rule that foreign vessels, while enjoy- 
ing this right of peaceful passage over such territorial 
waters, snould be exempt from the municipal laws 
of the country as to all acts done on the vessels, which inflict 
no injury upon persons not on board. By the law of France, 
an immunity from criminal jurisdiction exists to this extent 
as to crimes committed upon foreign vessels in French 
harbours ; the government choosing to forego the exercise of 
its authority over the foreign vessel and crew, except when 
pr disturb the peace and good order of the port. Opinion 
of Sir R. Phillimore. 


* * * * * * * 


In this situation, we leave the English aspect of this 
=, and turn to examine briefly its condition under 
legislative and judicial decisions of our own country. 
We have already quoted the Massachusetts statute of 1859, 
which declares that “ the territorial limits of the common- 
wealth extend one marine league from its sea-shore, at 
low-water mark.” Previously, in 1855, the right to regu- 
late the time and manner of taking fish in the sea had 
been affirmed by the highest court of the commonwealth. 
In passing upon the validity of a statute which forbade 
seining fish within one mile from the shores of Nantacket 
and certain smaller islands, Chief Justice Shaw said :— 

. “Being within a mile of the shore puts it beyond doubt 
that it was within the territorial limit of the State, although 
there might in many cases be some difficulty in ascertaining 
precisely where that limit is. We suppose the rule to be, 
that these limits extend a marine league, or three geographi- 
cal miles, from the shore ; and, in ascertaining the line of 
the shore, this limit does not follow each narrow inlet or arm 
of the sea ; but, when the inlet is so narrow that persons and 
Objects can be discerned across it by che naked eye, the line 
of territorial jurisdiction stretches across from one headland 
es." other of such inlet” (Dunham v. Lamphere, 3 Gray, 


). 

In the Supreme Court of the United States, it was decided, 
as early as 1818, in a judgment delivered by Marshall, C.J., 
“that the jurisdiction of a State is co-extensive with its 

itory—co-extensive with its legislative power ; but that 
Whatever may be necessary to the full and unlimited exercise 
of admiralty and maritime jurisdiction is in the government 


of the Union, Congress may pass all laws which are 
Necessary and pom for giving the most complete effect te 
this power. Still, the general jurisdiction over the place, 
subject to this grant of power, adheres to the territory as a 
portion of sovereignty not yet given away,” (United Siates v. 
Bevans, 3 Wheat. 336). 
Tn a later case, the same court declared, “ Whatever risk 
below low-water mark is the subject of exclusive property 
ownership belongs to the State on whose maritine 
border and within whose territory it lies, subject to any 
l grants of that soil by the State, or the sovereign 
oC which governed its territory before the declaration of 
ence. But this soil is held by the State, not only 
ect to, but in some sense in trust for, the enjoyments of 


Certain public ri ; ich i 
of public rights ; among which is the common liberty 


fish, as well shell-fish as floating fish. The State 


holds the property of this soil for the conservation of the 
public rights thereon, and may regulate the modes of that 
enjoyment so as to prevent the destruction of the fishery. In 
other words, it may forbid all such acts as would render the 
public right less valuable or destroy it altogether. This power 
results from the ownership of the soil, from the legislative 
jurisdiction of the State over it, and from-its duty to pre- 
serve unimpaired those public uses for which the soil is held. 
It has been exercised by many of the States’”’ Whether 
the liberty of taking oysters belonged exclusively to the 
citizens of Maryland, or to them in common with all the 
citizens of the United States, was left undecided ; as also the 
question whether the national government, by treaty or Act 
of Congress, could grant to foreigners the right to participate 
therein (Smith v. Maryland, 18 How. 71). But a vessel 
owned by a citizen of Pennsylvania, and duly enrolled and 
licensed to be employed in the coas'ing trade and fisheries, 
was adjudged to have been lawfully forfeited by a county 
court of Maryland for violating a statute of that State. 

Some of the questions thus left undetermined have been 
adjudicated before the same tribunal as recently as in May, 
1877. In McCready in error v. Virginia the entire court 
has held that a State can lawfully prohibit the inhabitants 
of another State from participating in its fisheries within 
tide-waters ; that the ownership of the bed of the sea, the 
tide-waters themselves, and the fish in them, so far 
as they are capable of ownership while running, is 
vested in the respective States within the jurisdiction of 
which these waters are, as a property right, subject to the 
paramount right of navigation, the regulation of which in 
respect to foreign and inter-State commerce has been granted 
to the United States ; but that there bas been no such grant 
of power over the fisheries which remain under the ex- 
clusive control of the State. The soil covered by water 
is as much a part of the public domain as the dry land, 
me is equally within the exclusive control of State legis- 

ation. 

Neither of these decisions, however, determines the extent 
of the territorial jurisdiction of the States of the Union, 
either off the coast of the sea or within bays and gulfs 
between head-lands. It is tolerably safe to assert that there 
is no just claim to extend territorial sovereignty beyond a 
marine league from the shore, except in bays the head-laads 
of which are not more than six miles apart. To this con- 
clusion all the reasoning cf all the judges in the case of The 
Franconia’ strongly tends; and it accords with the vast 
preponderance of such authority as can be collected from 
treaties, diplomatic discussions, and the writings of 
authors on international law. The consensus of jurists and 
the common consent of civilized nations have apparently 
settled this limit beyond reasonable controversy. Should 
any government at the present day assume sovereignty over 
a more extensive portion of the sea, either by way of general 
jurisdiction or control of the fisheries, or for any other pur- 
poses, its pretensions would be likely to be rejected and 
resisted by all other civilized nations. 





A correspondent of the Aljany Law Journal calls atten- 
tion to a plea in abatement to indictment on the ground of 
misnomer, in the case of Michael Sunday v. State of Mis- 
sourt (14 Mo. 417). It was an appeal from the St. Louis 
Criminal Court. Sunday appeared in proper person, and 
one Lackland for the State. The appellant argued as 
follows :—‘‘ The appellant hails from Germany, where he 
came into the world, bearing the ancestral name of Son- 
tag, which, translated from the Teutonic into Anglo- 
Saxon, means Sunday. By the latter name he has been 
impleaded in the criminal court, that tribunal claiming the 
right to re-baptize him in English. Of the legality of such 
proceedings he is dubious. At the unprecedented liberty 
taken with his name he was, as became him, indignant, 
He gave vent to his indignation in the form of a plea of 
misnomer, asseverating that he was not Sunday bat 
Sontag. That if Sunday had been guilty of any illegal 
actions and doings, Sontag had neither act oor part in 
them, nor was he willing, in his stead, to become a denizen 
of the penitentiary. The appeilant submits that, having 
tendered an issue by his plea, he is entitled to have it 
tried, in which ke is ready to verify that by one name he 
has had his being, moved and lived, and by it he hopes te 
die,” 
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Appointments, Ete. 


Mr. Watrer Henny Buaxs, barrister, has been appointed. 
by the Local Government Board to the office of Poor Law 
Anditor for the South Yorkshire Audit District, in the place- 
of Mr. Samuel Brewin, resigned. Mr. Blake is the son 
of Mr. Charles Blake, solicitor, of 4, Serjeants’-inn, Fleet- 
street, and was educated at Jesus College, Cambridge, 
where be graduated B.A. in 1870. He was called to the 
bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 1872, and has 
practised as an equity draftsman and eonveyancer. 


Mr. FREDERICK MERRYWEATUER Burton, solicitor, of 
Gainsborough, has been appointed a Perpetual Commis- 
sioner for taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by 
Married Women for the parts of Lindsey, in Lincolnshire. 


Mr. Joun Carrick, solicitor (of the firm of Carrick, Lee, 
& Son), of Brampton and Haltwhistle, has been appointed 
Clerk to the County Magistrates at the former en in 
succession to his fatker, the late Mr. William Carrick. Mr. 
J. Carrick was admitted a solicitor in 1860, and has also 
beenelected Coroner for the Eastern Division of the County of 
Cumberland. 


Mr. Freperick Cook:, solicitor, of Crewe and Winsford, 
has been unanimously elected Town Clerk of the newly- 
incorporated Borough of Crewe. Mr. Cooke was admitted 
& solicitor in 1863, and is clerk to the Crewe School At- 
tendance Committee and to the Crewe Barial Board. 


Mr. Witxtam Cooper, solicitor and notary (of the firm of 
Pescock & Cooper), of Liverpool, has been appointed Joint- 
Registrar of the Liverpool County Court (Circuit No. 6), in 
the place of Mr. James Foster Watson, deceased. Mr. 
Cooper was admitted a solicitor in 1863. 


Mr. Henry Leicn has been appointed a Revising 
Barrister. Mr. Leigh was called to the bar at the Middle 
Temple in Easter Term, 1845, and practises on the Western 
Circuit, and at the Somersetshire, Bath, and Bristol 
Sessions. 

Mr. Atexanprer Mortimer has been appointed a Re- 
vising Barrister. Mr. Mortimer is an M.A. of Trinity 
Hall, Cambridge, where he graduated as a senior optime in 
1860. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
Hilary Term, 1863, and practises on the Western Circuit, 
and at the Devonshire and Exeter Sessions. Mr. Mortimer 
was for several years one of the staff of the WxEKLY 
BEPORTER. 


Mr. ArcuisaLp Joun Mackey has been appointed to 
Revising Barrister. Mr. Mackey is a graduate of Trinity 
College, Cambridge, and was called to the bar at Lincoln’s- 
inn in Hilary Term, 1868. He is a member of the Western 
Circuit, and the Devonshire, Exeter, Plymouth, and Devon- 
port Sessions. 


Mr. Witt1am Norris Nicuotson, barrister, has been 
appointed Master in Lunacy in succession to the late Mr. 
Samuel Warren, Q.C. Mr. Nicholson is a graduate of 
Trinity College, Cambridge, and was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1841. He has been legal 
visitor of lunatics since 1861. 


Mr. Epwarp Ross, Secretary of Commissions to the Lord 
Chancellor, has been appointed a Visitor of Lunatics, in 
succession to Mr. William Norris Nicholson, appointed a 
master in lunacy. 


Mr. Hexry Surpson, solicitor, of 9, Three Crown-square, 
Southwark, bas been appointed a Commissioner for taking 
Affidavits in the Supreme Court of the Colony of New 
Zealand for the City of London and the County of Surrey. 


Mr. Savers Turner, solicitor (of the firm of Turner, 
Deane, Elwes, & Turner), of Colchester, has been elected 
an Alderman for the Borough of Colchester. Mr. Turner 
was admitted a solicitor in 1837, and has recently resigned 
the town clerkship of the borough, after holding the office 
for twenty-eight years. 


Mr. Atyrep Henry Say Sronnovse Vicor, who was 
recently appointed recorder of the borough of Penzance, has 
been appointed a Revising Barrister on the Western 








— 
Cbituary. E 


MR. SAMUEL YOUNGE. 


Mr. Samuel Younge, one of the oldest practising solicitors. 
at Sheffield, died at his residence, at Lrinkcliffe Edge, on 
the 26th ult. Mr. Younge was the son of Mr. Samuel. 
Younge, of Sheffield, and was born in 1799. He was. 
admitted a solicitor in 1822, and two or three years later 
he commenced practice in partnership with the late Mr, 
James Wilson, being afterwards joined by Mr. Thomas. 
Pierson. Since Mr. J. Wilson’s death he been the bead. 
of the firm, and having been more recently associated with. 
Mr. Thomas Mavro Wilson, the clerk to the Sheffield 
Cutlers’ Company, and with Mr. John Nixon, the secretary to 
the Sheffield Chamber of Commerce and Agriculture. Mr,. 
Younge’s business was very extensive and important, his. 
firm being the solicitors to the North of England Fire and 
Life Assurance Company, to the Sheffield Cutlers’ Company,. 
and to the Stocksbridge Burial Board. Mr. Yo was 
buried on the 3lst ult. in his family vault in Eccleshall 
Church. At a special meeting of the district law society 
held on the 27th vlt., it was unanimously resolved, as 
we recorded last week, on the motion of the president, 
Mr. William Wake, “That the members of this society 
desire to express their deep regret at the death of Mr, 
Samuel Younge, who for a lengthened period filled one 
of the foremost positions in the profession. A man of the 
highest principles, possessed of great natural ability, of 
ample learning, firm of purpose, yet with a candid mind 
capable of viewing a disputed question from all sides,, 
Mr. Younge possessed in a remarkable degree the qualities 
which not only make the successful practitioner, but insure. 
the confidence, esteem, and respect of the members of the 
profession. That out of respect to what is believed to be the 
wishes of the relatives of the deceased, this association will 
abstain from offering to form part of the general procession, 
but in order to testify their respect it is desired that as man 
members as can make it convenient will attend at Eccl 
Church.” Many members of the association were accord- 
ingly present at thefuneral, together with a large number of 
private friends. 


oo 


MR. GEORGE JAY. 


Mr. George Jay, solicitor, died at Norwich on the 28th 
ult. Mr. Jay was a native of Norwich, where he was bom. 
in 1794. He served his articles with Messrs. Sewell & 
Keith, of Norwich, and was admitted a solicitor in 1822, 
and he practised in his native city for about fifty years, 
He was formerly in partnership with the late Mr. Thomes 
Cremer, and more recently with Mr. John Pilgrim, and 
during part of his professional career he had also a London 
office at 14, Bucklersbury, About four years ago he was. 
compelled to retire from practice, and he had long been in 
a very weak state of health. He leaves a widow and a 
large family. Mr. Jay was an active supporter of the 
Conservative party in Norwich. He was buried at the 
Norwich Cemetery on Wednesday, the 1st inst. 


MR. ALFRED ALDERSON. 


Mr. Alfred Alderson, solicitor, died at his residence, Cold- 
well House, Eckington, Derbyshire, on the 29th ult. The 
deceased was born in 1816, and was admitted a solicitor in 
1840. He was a commissioner for oaths in the Supreme 
Court of Judicature, and a perpetual commissioner for 
Derbyshire, and had been for several years clerk to the 
county magistrates at Eckington, in which office his son 
and partner, Mr. Christopher William Alderson (who was 
admitted a solicitor in 1872), was associated with him. Mr 
Alderson’s private business was very extensive. He was 
buried at Eckington on Wednesday, the 1st inst. 


MR. WILLIAM MEREDITH. 


Mr. William Meredith, solicitor, died at Worcester, 0D 
the 28th ult., from consumption. Mr. Meredith was bom 
in 1832, and was admitted a solicitor in 1863, and had 
since carried on business in the city of Worcester, 
though comparatively a young man he had established # 


very good practice. He held for some years the office of 
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of births and deaths for the southern division of 
and had conducted several election contests as 
of 


ig So 5 - a 
member of the Masonic body, in master of the 
Woroester Preemascas. Me, Miasdith hed lo 
been suffering from consumption. His funeral, which too 

on Tuesday, the 31st ult., was attended by most of 
Beeal Freemasons, and other professional and private 
friends. 








THE LOCAL ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. 


In the House of Lords on Tuesday the Earl of Harrowsy 

ted a petition from the Chamber of Commerce of 

iverpool complaining of the unsatisfactory progress made 
in the trial of civil causes in the county of Lancaster. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said the question of the transac- 
tion of civil business in the courts of justice of the county 
of Lancaster had for a considerable time occupied the 
attention both of the judges of the land and of those 
responsible for any legislation proposed on the subject. It 
was that'very question which had led to the appointment 
of the Judicature Commission. Ten or eleven years ago the 
lste Lord Derby told him that representations had been 
made to him of there being what was equivalent to a denial 
of justice in Lancashire ; and it was in consequence of these 
representations Lord Derby advised that a commission should 
be appointed to inquire into the whole juadicature of the 
country. That commission recommended that in Liverpool 
and chester there should be four sittings in the 
year for the trial of civil causes, that the duration of those 
sittings should not be limited, and that two or more 
judges should sit at the same time for the hearing of those 
causes when that course was found more convenient, That 
recommendation of the commission was not one of the 
changes adopted on the passing of the Judicature Act. The 
evil complained of had grown, and he must add that the 
— was not now a question as to Liverpool and Man- 

ter only. He had received representations from the 
county of York to the effect that a winter assize was re- 
quired at Leeds also. At the winter assizes for Liverpool 
and Manchester criminal as well as civil business was dis- 
posed of. In 1874 the number of day’s sittings at the three 
assizes was 72, and the number of civil cases to be disposed 
of 484. Their lordships could well suppose that those 484 
cases were not disposed of. In 1875 there were 69 days tor 
459 cases, and in 1876, 74 days for 510 cases. Of these 510 
cases, @ large proportion were special jury cases, involving 
westions of great importance and large sums of money. To 
pose of those cases in 74 days it would have been neces- 
sary to dispose of one in each of the 7 hours of the judicial 
day. These figures must be enough to show that the 
present accommodation for the transaction of civil busi- 
ness in the county of Lancaster was clearly not sufli- 
cient. The question was as to the remedy. Taking the pre- 
sent duration of the assizes, if in the place of one judge 
you had two or three judges sitting at the same time for 
the trial of civil cases you might double or treble the 
number of cases heard. ‘There were two objections to that 
plan, one of which was urged in the petition read by his 
noble friend. The petitioners objected to having more 
nan one court sitting at the.same time. That objection 
did not weigh very much with him. If only one judge 
Were to sit he must be a local judge and sit throughout 
the year. But there was another objection which had 
more in it—namely, the want of judicial power. Of course, 
if two or three judges were to sit at Liverpool and Man- 
chester in order that the business disposed of might be 
doubled or trebled you must have more judges. Where 
Were they to be had? There was a strong feeling both in 
Parliament and throughout the country that the present 
atrangements for the trial of prisoners were not what they 
je be. It was quite obvious that there were many 
lying in prison for three, four, and five months 

without an opportunity of having their cases heard. In 
that respect there was a great difference in different parts 
of the country. Within the district of the Central Criminal 
a there were in each year twelve sittings for the trial 

Prisoners, so that except under special circumstances no 
pow Committed for trial at the Central Criminal Court had 

Wait more than a month for his trial. But in other 
Parte of the country persons committed after the month of 





E 


Jane had to wait perhaps five 
winter assizes. There 


In the Privy Council every cause had i A 

and in the intermediate Court of Appeal, notwithstanding 
a temporary diminution of judicial strength, owing to the 
f two of the judges, there were no arrears. In 


‘got, t) 
‘the bourts sitting in Banc he understood that the arrears 


were not considerable, and in the Chancery Division, 

since the appointment of an additional judge, the 
arrears had been considerably diminished. The difficulty 

arose in the civil business of Lancashire and of London 
and Middlesex and in the gaol deliveries throughout 
the country. Ont of London, however, the great 
deficiency was not felt continuously, but during the spring, 
summer, and winter assizes, which lasted about twenty 
weeks. During that time there was a considerable want of 
judicial power. That, as it appeared to him, could be sup- 
plied in only one or other of two ways. You might provide 
that while the judges of the land should go through the 
country and try the graver criminal offences, the other 
criminal business should be disposed of by commissioners, 
In the minds of many there was a great objection to that 
course. Without going into the difficulty of drawing the 
line between the cases to be tried by the judges of the land 
and the cases to be tried by the commissioners, he doubted 
very much whether it would be desirable to engraft on our 
judicial system a permanent organizatiou of paid commission- 
ers who would not be judges. The other mode was an 
addition to the judges of the land. He did not deprecate that 
plan on the ground of expense only, but he thought that 
nothing was more dangerous than to add to the judicial 

strength till such a measure was absolutely required. To 
have too many judges was an evil in itself. It tended 
to lower the dignity of the judicial office, and it was 

likely to cause an undue drain from the bar. The Govern- 

ment were, however, quite alive to the serious inconvenience 

arising from the state of things he had described. The sub- 
ject occupied, and would occupy, the most careful attention 

of the Government, and should they find—especially after the 
experience of the circuits of the present year—that there was 
not a sufficient number of judges they would not hesitate to 
propose to Parliament such an addition to the judiciab 
strength as circumstances might require. 





In the House of Lords, on Tuesday, the Lord Chancellor, 
in proposing some alterations in the standing orders with 
respect to the judicial business of the House, said that he 
intended to lay on the table, to be printed and circulated, 
certain forms of bills of costs applicable to appeals to that 
House. At the time of the alteration of the system of 
appeals objection was taken to the expense at which appeals 
were conducted, and he stated then that it would be the 
duty of those charged with the judicial business of the 
House to consider the scale of costs with a view to avoid 
unnecessary expense. That had now been done, with the 
assistance of an experienced officer of their lordships’ House 
who attended to that part of the judicial business, and the 
scale of costs had been arranged as far as possible on the 
same basis as the scale of costs in cases of appeal to the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, 


At the Liverpool Police-court on Wednesday, before Mr. 
Mausfield, deputy-stipendiary, Joseph Alta Columba Quinn 
was charged with having sent to Mr. Justice Hawkins a 
letter, threatening to murder him. The following is a 
copy of the letter:—‘‘ Mr. Justice Hawkins,—Sir,—You 
will be dead very soon, and you had better order your 
coffin either-—— "’ Here follow a sketch of a coffin, with a 
pistol on one hand and a dagger on the other, and on each 
side a death’s head. Beneath the rade sketch and sug- 
gestive receptacle are the words, “ pistol or dagger will 
end your career, acry will go to Heaven for vengeance, 
for the unlawful sentence on Mr. Price. Beware; your 
wife will be a widow in a week or two.” The prisoner was 
committed for trial, and was sentenced on Thursday to 
eight months’ imprisonment. 
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Zeqal Pews. 


In the House of Commons on Wednesday, in reply to en 
observation from Sir C. Dilke, the Attorney-General said 
it was his intention to introdace a Bill early next session 
with reference to elections. 

In the House of Commons, on Saturday last, a petition 
was presented by Sir C. Dilke, from William Cobbett, 
praying for the appointment of a committee to inquire into 
the conduct of judges. 

Mr. Gregory has given notice of his intention to ask the 
Home Secretary whether he is aware of the inconvenience 
caused by the uncertainty of the sittings of the judges of 
the Queen’s Bench, Exchequer, and Common Pleas 
Divisions of the High Court. 


In the House of Commons, on the 7th inst., Mr. Rylands 
asked the Secretary of State for the Home Department 
whether he was aware that some courty court judges were 
in the habit of taking references from advocates practising 
before them, and from other parties, for which such county 
court judges received payment in addition to their fees ; 
and whether such practice was sanctioned by the Home 
Office. Mr. Cross said he was not aware that any such 
practice was going on. Certainly it had not been sanctioned 
by the Home Office. 

An appeal is issued by a committee representing differant 
creeds and including the leading Irish noblemen, the Lord 
Mayor, the provost, the judges, and a number of influential 
citizens, for a national monument to the late Chief Justice 
Whiteside. The Irish bar have already resolved to erect a 
statue to his memory in the hall of the Four Courts, and 
the movement now started is intended to afford the country 
at large an opportunity of doing honour to a distinguished 
and popular Irishman. The site of the proposed monument 
is St. Patrick’s Cathedral. 


The discussion on the petition of the Liverpool Chamber 
of Commerce on the subject of the administration of justice 
at the assizes, says the Liverpool Courier, has taken place 
at an inopportune mpment. ‘‘The Liverpool Assizes are 
now being held, and the manner in which the judicial 
business is being performed is such as almost entirely to 
disarm criticism. The two judges now on circuit are 
plodding through the mountain of work with a degree of 
diligence and conscientious industry almost without 
parallel. They are doing the whole work themselves, 
They had not had resort to the assistance of commissioners, 
and in this respect the present summer assize offers: a 
significant contrast to others that have gone before. We 
have known five courts sitting simultaneously, and four is 
no uncommon number. There is no reason to suppose 
that fair and full justice is not dispensed in these sub- 
sidiary courts, but trials scrambled through in such a 
manner are thoronghly unsatisfactory. The witnesses 
often get astray in the multitude of courts, and as the bar 
consists of a limited number of prominent members who 
cannot be in several places at once, the conduct of trials is 
often left in inexperienced hands, to the discontent of 
every one concerned.” 


The case of Caswell v. Cross (120 Mass. 545), says the 
Albany Law Journal, ought to be a warning to those who 
employ the institutions which describe themselves as ‘‘ col- 
—s agencies,” &c., to prosecute their doubtful claims. 
The defendant in this case employed a firm in Boston, 
which held itself out to be a ‘‘ Jaw and collection bureau,” 
to collect a bill in his favour against plaintiff. The firm 
mentioned were not admitted attorneys, but its members 
were accustomed to sue out writs upon claims sent to it for 
collection, appearing in their own names when allowed to, 
and employing the name of an admitted attorney when 
necessary, but always conducting and retaining control of 
the suits instituted. This firm issued a circular describing 
its business, which contained this: “Should you intrust us 
with your collections we shall take your instructions as to 
the manner in which you wish your debtors treated, whether 
with delicacy, so as not to offend them, or with such 
severity as to show that no trifling is intended.” Defend- 
ant gave no directions as to the manner in which his claim 
was to be collected, but the firm took the severe method, 
and caused the wrongful arrest of plaintiff upon process 
issued upon a judgment obtained in defendant’s favour 





against him. Plaintiff thereupon brought this action fap. 
false imprisonment. Defendant knew nothing of the prow: 
ceedings by the firm. The Supreme Court held that the. 
firm was the agent of defendant, and that he was liable for. 
the arrest. Lord, J., who delivered the opinion, said: “ We 
think any person who employs such agents, with knowl 

on his part, giving no special instructions, authorizes 
agents to use, and becomes responsible for injuries caused by 
the use of, such means as they see fit to adopt in the prose. 
cution of his business for his benefit, whether those meang 
be honourable and proper, or whether resort is had to in. 
solence and insult, or to misuse or abuse of legal process, 
They are his servants, to do his work in their own manner, 
though that manner may be unjustifiable or illegal.” 








Cuurts. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Cuancery Dtvision. 
(Before the Master of the Rots.) 
Aug. 7.—Jn the Matter of A. and B., Solicitors. 


This was an application in the matter of two solicitors, 
whose names were not mentioned to the court, nv a 
question of some importance ander the Abolition of Im- 
prisonment for Debt Act. The facts were shortly as 
follows:—A client of the firm sold an estate, and the 
purchase-money was received on the completion of the sale by 
the clerk who acted as cashier of the firm, and was paid 
him into their account at their bankers’. Shortly afterw 
A., unknown to B., drew out the entire balance standing to 
the credit of the firm, so that the client lost his purchase. 
money ; anda motion was now made on his behalf by 
Chitty, Q.C., for an attachment against both partners for the 
sum which had been certified by the taxing master to be due 
to the client from the firm, after giving credit for the 
amount of their bill of costs. 

The solicitor who had drawn out the balance had been 
served with notice of the motion, but did not appear. 

Solomon, for the other solicitor, argued that an attach 
ment ought not to be issued against his client. It was not 
in every case in which a solicitor was ordered to pay a sum 
of money that he was liable to attachment for not pa) 
it; and his client had been guilty of no misconduct, 
had not even known that the purchase-money had been paid 
to the bankers of the firm. 

The Master of the Rotts, after stating the facts of the 
case, said that the court had no discretion in the matter. 
Mr. Solomon’s client had received the money in contempla- 
tion of law, and ought to have paid it over. It wasn 
answer for him to say that he knew not that the clerk who 
was cashier to the firm had received it and paid it into the 
bank, for the receipt of the cashier was the receipt of the 
firm ; nor was it any answer for him to say that he knew 
not that his partner had drawn it out, for the act of hig 
partner was in law the act of the firm. He was as m 
accountable for the money as if (‘o put an extreme case) he 
had received it himself and put it into his own pocket, 
afterwards had his pocket picked of it. It had beem 
argued that the Debtors Act,. 1869, imposed a penalty on 
the guilty, and that the court ought not to inflict the 
penalty on the innocent, but that was not the case. Under 
the old law a creditor had a right to imprison his debtor it 
every case. The Debtors Act, 1869, abolished the law 
of imprisonment for debt, except m certain cases, of which 
this case was one, and in these vases the debtor remained 
liable to imprisonment, as under the old law. But, agit 
was found that people had a way of issuing writs of attache 
ment without just cause, a rule of court was made, W 
provided that no writ of attachment should be ; 
except with the leave of the court or a judge, on 
notice to the party against whom the attachment was to be 
issued. No man could now go with a piece of paper to thé 
clerks of records and writs and issue an attachment; be 

et an order for that purpose from the court or 4 judge 
here was no answer to the motion, and the 
must issue against Mr. Solomon’s client, as well as agaimt 
the other solicitor.—Zimes. 
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Pocieties. 


" INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


At an adjourned meeting of this society, held on 
Toesday, the 7th inst., upon the report of the scrutineers 
appointed to examine the voting papers for members of 
the council, the following gentlemen were declared duly 
elected. The number of votes given to each is appended 
to his name :—Henry Roscoe, 926; John Hollams, 906 ; 
Frederick Halsey Janson, 906; Charles William Lawrence, 
901; Henry Markby, 898 ; Matthew Bateson Wood, 898; 
Thomas Marsball, 894; Charles Edward Jones, 888 ; 
Cornelius Thomas Saunders, 876; Henry Watson Parker, 
$67; Richard Nicholson, 789 ; Thomas Plews, 784. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of 
this association was held at the Law Institution, Chancery- 
lane, London, on Wednesday last, the 8th inst., Mr. E. 
Turner Payne (of Bath), presiding. The other directors pre- 
gent were Messrs. Brook, Hedger, Janson, Rickman, Smith, 
Torr, Veley (of Chelmsford), and Young, and Mr. Eiffe, secre- 
tary. Asum of £350 was distributed in grants of assist- 
ance; two new members were admitted to the association ; 
the ensuing half-yearly provincial general meeting of the 
members of the association was appointed to be held in the 
Town Council Chamber at Bristol,on Thursday, the 11th 
of — next; and other general business was trans- 
ac} 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The first of the ‘‘ vacation meetings” of this society was 
held on Wednesday, the 8th inst, at Clement’s-inn Hall, 
Mr. J. S, Rubinstein in the chair. Mr. A. Milne opened 
the subject for the evening’s debate, viz., ‘‘ That the princi- 
~ contended for by the Peace Society, that all national 

i should be submitted to arbitration, is capable of 
being adopted with every prospect of beneficial results.” 
He was supported by Messrs. Hilliard, Owen, and Dowson. 
The motion was opposed by Messrs. W. Bagot, Harte, 
Connolly, Ward, and Cobbett, who mainly questioned its 
5 icability. The motion was carried after an animated 

lebate by a majority of six. 
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Leqislattaw of the Week. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Aug. 2.—Royai Commission. 

‘The Royal assent was given by commission to the follow- 
Bills, the Royal commissioners being the Lord Chancellor, 
the Marquis of Hertford, and Lord Skelmersdale :—Game 
Laws (Scotland) Amendment, Reservoirs, Married Women’s 
Property’ Scotland), Telegraphs (Money), Open Spaces 
ng lis), Public Loans Remission, Contingent Remain- 

oneration of Charges, General Police and Improve- 

ment (Scotland), Provisional Order Confirmation (Leith), 
Parepolitan Commons Provisional Order, Pier and Har-, 
bour Orders Confirmation (No. 2), Londonderry Gas, Ket 
a geo and Huntingdon Railway, Llantrissant 

Food Vale Junction Railway, Maidstone Bridge, Mid- 
Western Railway of Ireland, Coalbridge Gas, 

Pomyt Borough Extension, Gateshead Improvement, Wake- 
Gas, Woolwich, Plumstead, and Charlton Consumers’ 
Gas, Usk and Fowey Railway, Cork Harbour, Christchurch 
Gas, Carnforth District ater, East London Railway, 





Barron Water, North Cheshire Water, Southend Gas, 
Maker Water, Lowestoft Water, Gas, and 
et Company, Paisley Improvement, Leicester Gas, 
eweastle-on-Tyne Corporation, Severn Bridge Company, 


-under-Lyne Improvement, Bridgwater Corporation 
Water, Bromley Direct Railway, Bury and Tottington 
Railway, Carshalton Gas, Clacton-on-Sea Railway, 

Colne Gas, Cranbrook and Paddock Wood (Light) Railway, 
on Commercial G: lasgow Corporation Water, 


G 
Ser Police, Golden-valley Railway, "Tasos Extension 


Leicester Tramways, Limerick and Kerry Railway (No. 2), 
Loose Valley Railway, Newcastle-under-Lyme 
Extension and Improvement, Perth Water, South-Eastern 
Railway, Stretford Gas, Sunningdale District Water, Taff 
Vale Railway, Thanet Gas, Waterford Gas, Whitfield and 
Taff Vale Railway Company, Ashton-uader-Lyme Gas, 
Birkenhead Tramways, Bolton Improvement, Brighton and 
Dyke Railway, Dukinfield and Denton Local Boards of 
Health, Epsom and Ewell Gas, Glasgow and Ibrox Tram- 
way, Greenock Police Improvement, Lerwick Harbour Im- 
provements, Limehouse Subway, Londonderry Bridge, 
Penarth, Sully, and Barry Railway, Wakefield Improvement, 
Whitland, Cronware, and Pendine Railway, Robey and 
Chantrell’s Patent, Brunskill Estate, Earl of Carysfort’s 
Estate, Scarisbrick Estate, Starkie’s Estate. 


LeGat PRAcTITIONERS, 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Sotway SaLmon FIsHERIEsS, 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Aug. 6.—Royat Commission. 

The Royal assent was given by commission to the follow- 
ing Bills, the Royal commissioners being the Lord Chan- 
cellor, the Duke of Buccleuch, and Lord Skelmersdale :-— 
The Registration of Leases (Scotland) Act, 1857, Amend- 
ment Bill, Trade-marks Bill, Board of Education (Scotland 
Continuance Bill, Norfolk Estuary Biil, Bignores (Dartford 
Estate Bill, Regent’s Canal and Dock Bill, Bishop Auck- 
land District Gas Bill, Newgate Extension and Improve- 
ment Bill, Burslem Local Board Bill, Louth Gas Bill, 
Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Bill, Abbotsbury 
Railway Bill, Whitehaven, Cleator, and Egremont Railway 
Bill, Earl of Winchilsea and Nottingbam’s Estates Bill, and 
the Walker Trust Bill. 


Crown OFFIce. 
The Commons’ amendments to this Bill were agreed to. 
Fisuenrtes (Oysrers, Crass, AND LopsTERs). 
The Commons’ amendments to this Bill were agreed to. 


Justices’ CLERKS. 
The Commons’ amendments to this Bill were agreed to. 


Surzrannvation (Mzrcantite Marine Founp Orricess), 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Treasury Cuzst Funp. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Burpee Socrertes Act, 1874, AmexpMENT. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Sr. Caruertne’s Harsour, JERSEY. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Lecat PractiTIongErs. 
The report of amendments to this Bill was received. 


Sotway Satmon FisHERIEs. 
The report of amendments to this Bill was received. 


Aug. 8.—Bzamisu’s Divorce. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Superannuation (Mercantite Marine Funp Orricers). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Treasury Cuest Funp. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Merroro.itan Boarp or Works (Money). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Pustic Lisrarms Act AMENDMENT (No. 2). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Cana Boars. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Prisons (IRELAND). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Destructive Insects. 
The Dake of RicumMonp and Gorpon, in moving the 
second reading of this Bill, said it conferred on the Privy 
Council power to make orders prohibiting or regulating 
the importation of articles in which the insect was likely 
to be introduced, and also for the destraction or removal 
of any crops affected or likely to be affected by the inseot, 
There ony course, provision for the payment of com- 
ion 





mprovement, Leeds Improvement, Leeds Tramways, 


pensat: the owner of any crop destroyed or removed, 
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the scale of compensation being prescribed by the Bill. 
The local authorities, as in the cage of the cattle p 
would be the authorities to carry out the orders of the 
Privy Council. There were also other important pro- 
Visions, making punishable by fine any one selling, offering 
for sale, or keeping a living specimen of the insect in this 
country. The powers given to the Privy Council in 
England were also conferred on the Privy Council in 
Ireland, and the orders made by the Privy Council were 
to be laid before Parliament within forty days. The Bill 
was read a second time. 


Aug. 9.—Surzrannvation (MercantiLy Marine Funp 
Orricers). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


; Treasury Cxest Funp. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Buriprve Socretizs Act, 1874, AMENDMENT. 
The report of amendments in this Bill was received. 


Sr. Carnerive’s Haroun, JERSEY. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Lecat PRACTITIONERS. 
This Bill was read a third time. 
Sotway Satmon Fisuweries. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Locat Government Boarp’s Provisional OrpErs Con- 
. FIRMATION (JomnT Boarps). 
The Commons’ amendments in this Bill;were considered. 


Canat Boats. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Prisons (InELAND). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


FravuDvuLent Desrors. 

The Lorp CHANCELLoR introduced a Bill for the 
punishment of fraudulent debtors. This Bill was intended 
to be a supplementary measure to the Bankruptcy Bill 
which had gone down from their lordships’ House, but 
which, in consequence of the pressure of other business, had 
been stopped in its progress through the House of Commons. 
Of course, he had no idea that any progress beyond the first 
reading ia their lordships’ House could be made this ses- 
sion with the Bill which he was now about to lay on the 
table, but he wished to lay it on the table in order that it 
might be considered by the country during the recess. 
—The Bill was read a first time. 


Universities or OxFoRD AND CAMBRIDGE, 
It was resolved that their lordships should not insist on 
one of their amendments which had been disagreed from 
by the Commons. 


Supreme Covrt or Jupicature (IRELAND). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


East Inpra Loan. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Winter Assizes. 
This Bill was passed through all its remaining stages. 
Prisons (IRELAND). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Destructive Insects. 
Thies Bill was read a third time. 


CotontAu Srock. 
This Bill was read a second time, 


Mernzoro.itan Boarp or Works (Money). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Punic Lisranres Acts Amenpment (No. 2). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Aug. 2,—Surzeme Cover or Jupicature (Ineianp), 

The Honse resumed the consideration of thie Bill as 
amended at clause 13. 

Amendments proposed by Mr. Burr and Mr. Bicoar 
were negatived, and others proposed by the Atrorgr- 
Gewrrat for Inznanp, Mr. Law, and Mr. Meipow were 
agreed to, ¥ 





Fisuznres (Oysters, &c.). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Crown Orrics. 
This Bill was read a third time. 

Trape Marks. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Treasury Cuest Funp. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Surgrannvation (Mercanritz Marine Founp Orricuns), 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Winter Assizes Acr. 
Mr, Cross introduced a Bill to extend the Winter Assizes. 
Act. 
Aug. 4.—Sourn Arnica. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Universitizs or OxFrorD AND CAMBRIDGE. 

The Lords’ amendments to this Bill were considered.— 
Mr. Dopson moved to disagree with the Lords’ amend- 
ment to clause 16. The clause gave the commissioners 
power to abolish professorships and lectureships; and the 
amendment of the Lords would deprive them of the 
power.—The amendment was disagreed with.—The other 
amendmente were agreed to. 


County Orricers AnD Courts (IRELAND). 

This Bill was considered as amended. 

Mr. M‘Cantuy Downine moved an amendment of clause 
68 to enable a suitor to employ a second solicitor, with the 
consent of the chairman. He contended that the prohibi- 
tion had been inserted by the select committee in the 
interests of the junior members of the bar, and that it was 
adverse to the interests of poor suitors, who would often 
prefer to be represented by a second attorney rather than 
by a barrister. The clause, as it stood, had been carried 
by the casting vote of the chairman, in the absence of 
several members.—Mr. PLuNKer said the clause was merely 
declaratory of the law as laid down by the judges, and 
did not propose any innovation, although in some instances 
an irregular practice of allowing one attorney to be in- 
structed by another had been tolerated. Now that the 
courts were to be vested with equity jurisdiction it was 
advisable on public grounds to keep the functions of bar- 
rister separate from those of attorney, and the expense 
would be all the same to the suitor, because the fee of a 
competent attorney would be as large as that of a barrister, 
—Mr. Saw hoped the clause would be withdrawn, for 
it was carried in the committee by accident, and as it only 
declared the law it could not be necessary. He did not 
care about the war between the two branches of the pro- 
fession, but the clause would seriously prejudice poor 
suitors.—Mr, Law said that this was a question not to be ‘ 
decided between a few attorneys and the bar; it was a 
question for the public. There was no interference under 
this Bill with the poorest man employing any attorney he 
pleased. The question was whether it was desirable 
to amalgamate the two professions, and he did not think 
it was, though he would do everything in his power to 
smooth the way of promising young attorneys to the bar.— 
Mr. Burr said he had heard that it had been ruled by the 
twelve judges that it was illegal to employ as 
attorney. How could it have come before the twelve judges 
as a question of law? No chairman was bound by am 
informal opinion of the judges. He went on the 
committee with a prejudice against employing attorneys 48 
advocates, and he was as much against amalgam: 
two professions as any man could be, or doing what was 
called “‘ Americanizing” our institutions, But a maa 
might have two barristers in court ; why not two attorneys 
There was nothing to prevent him from dischar one 
attorney and employing another; why not allow to 
employ the second without discharging the first ?—Mr 
Macartney, though in committee he voted for the 
clause, thought it would be better not to press it, as it m 
act oppressively.—-Mr, Mzupon hoped the clause 
not be interfered with.—The Arronney-GeneRAL for [ReLan> 
believed the clause, which was in accordance with 
practice, would work beneficially for the public.—The 
ment was negatived without a division. 

The Bill was read a third time and passed, 
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Prisons (IRELAND). 
This Bill was considered as amended. 


Several new clauses relating to the power of justices to’ 


ter prisons, the visitation of sick prisoners by surgeons, 
a ising of a punishment book by the gaoler, and the 
holding of an inquest on a prisoner dying in prison were 
added to the Bill, which was read a third time. 


Winter Assizzs Act. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Fisueries (DyNnamiTs). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Monicreat Corporations (New CuarrTers). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Aug. 6.—Mezrrorotiran Boarp or Works (Money). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Coton1at Stock. 
This Bill passed through committee, 


Loca Government Boarp’s Provistona Onpers Con- 
FIRMATION (ARTISANS’ AND Lazounrrs’ DWELLINGS). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Winter Assizzs Act. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Pusiic Lisraries Act AMENDMENT (No. 2). 
This Bill passed through committee, and was also read a 
third time. 
Aug. 8.—Summary Jurispiction AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was committed pro forma, in order that it 
might be reprinted with amendments, prior to its with- 
drawal for the session. 


Fisuznizs (Dynamite). 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Aug. 9.—Exriring Laws Continvance. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Turnpike Acts ConTINvANce. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


IncLosuRE. 
This Bill was withdrawn. 


Pvstic Heatru (IRELanp). 
This Bill was withdrawn. 


Pustic Recorp Orrice. 
This Bill was read a third time. 


Locan GoveRNMENT Boarp’s ProvisiovaL ORDERS 
ConFrrMaTIon (ATHERTON, &c.). 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Marrmoniat Causes Acts AMENDMENT. 
This Bill passed through committee. 








daw Students’ Sournal. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Finat Examination. 
June, 1877. 

At the examination of candidates for admission on the 
Roll of Solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examiners re- 
commended the following gentlemen, under the age of 
twenty-six, as being entitled to honorary distinction:— 

Henry Arthur Peake, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 

& Peake, & Snow, of Sleaford, Lincolnshire; and 


lor, Hoare, & Taylor, of London. 

impson, jun., who served hisclerkship to Mesars. 
Stone & Billson, of Leicester ; and Messrs. Field, Roscoe, & 
©o., of London. 


Sparshatt, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Terrell & Petherick, of Exeter. 3 


William Munk, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Edward Jackson Barron, of London. 


Henry Hamilton Mills, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
les, le, & Co., of London. 
ward Byerley Parkes, who served his clerkship to 


«4 







Alfred Armitage Baker, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
iffths, Bloxham, & Sou, of Birmingham; and Messrs. 
lor, Hoare, & Taylor, of London. 

~The Conncil of the Incorporated Law Society have 
accordingly awarded the following prizes of books:— 

To Mr. Peake, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
Clifford’s-inn. 

To Mr. Simpson, the prize of the Honourable Society of 


ew-inn. 
“To Mr. Sparshatt, Mr. Munk, Mr. Mills, Mr. Parkes, and 
Mr. Baker, prizes of the Incorporated Law Society. 

Frederick Charles Brogden, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs, J. & R. Swan & Bourne, of Lincoln ; and Messrs, 
Paterson, Snow, & Burney, of London. 

James Ernest Fletcher, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Algernon Fletcher, of Northwich, Cheshire; and Messrs. 
C. R. & H. Cuff, of London. 

Richard Lake Harrison, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Lake, Beaumont, & Lake, of London. 

John Hewetson, who served his clerkship to Mr. S. G. 
Saul, of Carlisle. 

John Alfred Percy Ingoldby, who served his clerkship to_ 
Messrs. Ingle, Cooper, & Holmes, of London. 

Robert Marston, who served his clerkship to Mr. Richard 
Marston, of Ludlow; and Messrs. Pownall, Son, Cross, & 
Knott, of London. 

Abraham John Bruce Sherlock, who served his clerkship 
to Mr. Martin Curtler, of Worcester ; and Messrs. Thomas 
White & Sons, of London. 

Frederick Ernest Smith, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
John Alexander Handy, of Malmesbury ; Mr. erick 
James Blake, of Malmesbury ; and Messrs. Janson, Cobb, & 
Pearson, of London. 

Ernest George Spiers, who served his.clerkship to Mr. 
Edward French Buttemer Harston, of London; and Messrs. 
Rooks, Kenrick, & Co., of London. 

Charles Francis Vachell, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Henry Heard, of Cardiff ; and Messrs. Williamson, Hill, & 
Co., of London. 

Woodforde Beadon Woodforde, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. {Henry Brittan, Press, & Inskip, of Bristol ; Messrs. 
W. & T. Ffooks, of Sherborne ; and Messrs. Warry, Robins, 
& Burges, of London. : 

The council have accordingly awarded them certificates 
of merit. 

The examiners have further announced to the fo 
candidates that their answers to the questions at the examina- 
tion were highly satisfactory, and would have entitled them 
to honorary distinction if they had not been above the age 
of twenty-six:—would have been entitled to a prise: 
George Jenkins Morgan ; would have been entitled to certifi- 
cates of merit: William Dust, Samuel George Gilbert. 

The number of candidates examined in this term was 254 ; 
of these, 221 passed and 33 were postponed, 

By order of the council, 
E. W. Wiit1amson, Secretary. 
Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, London. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
MicHagELMas Course oF Lecturss, 1877. 
Prospectus of the Lectures of the Professors. 
The professor of jurisprudence and Roman civil law 
will, during the ensuing educational term, deliver a course 
of about twelve publio lectures on jurisprudence, in- 
cluding international law. 
The course will commence on Tuesday, November 6, at 


eleven a.m., and will be continued on Wednesdays and 
Tuesdays at the same hour. 


Equity. 

The professor of equity will deliver, during the ensuing 
educational term, twelve public lectures as applied to 
infants and married women, The first lecture will be 
delivered on Wednesday, November 7, 1877, at 4.15 p.m., 
and the subsequent lectures at the same hour on Fridays 
and Wednesdays during the term. 


Law or Reat aND Psrsonan Property. 


The of the law of real and 


property 
will deliver, during the 


ensuing educational term, twelve 





» Beaumont, & Lake, of London. 


public lectures on the law of wills. The first lecture on 
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this suhject will be delivered on Tuesday, the 6th of 
November, 1877, at 3.15 p.m. 

The subsequent lectures will be delivered on Saturdays 
at 3.15 p.m., and on Tuesdays at 4.15 p.m. 


Common Law. 

The professor of common law will deliver, during the 
ensuing educational term, twelve public lectures on 
criminal law. The first lecture on this subject will be 
delivered on Monday, the 5th of November, 1877, at 4.15 


m2. 
. The subsequent lectures will be delivered on Thursdays 
and Mondays at the same hour. 

Norre.—In December next there will be four examina- 
tions, one in the subject of the lectures given by each 
professor, open (subject as hereinafter mentioned) to all 
students who have during the year attended the lectures 
of any of the professors, but no student will be admitted 
to the examination in the subjects of the lectures of any 
professor unless he shall have attended at least two-thirds 
of the lectures given during the year by such professor. 
No student will be admitted to more than two examina- 
tions ; and no student who shall have obtained a student- 
ship will be admitted to any such examination. 

After the examinations the following prizes will, on the 
recommendation of the committee, be given (that is to say) : 
—To the students who shall have passed the best examina- 
tion in the subjects of the lectures of each professor, first 
prize, £50; second prize, £25; third prize, £15; fourth 
prize, £10. And a first and second prize of £70 and £30 
respectively to the students who obtain the greatest aggre- 
gate number of marks in the examination in the subjects 
of the lectures given by any two of the professors. 

No student will be entitled to more t: 
student will receive the prize of the highest value to which 
he shall appear to be entitled. 

The committee will not be obliged to recommend any of 
the above prizes to be awarded, if the result of the examina- 
tion be such as, in their opinion, will not justify euch re- 
commendation. 

Any further information required by students may be 
obtained on application to the clerk of the council, 
Lincoln’s-inn Hall. 

By order of the Council, 
(Signed) S. W. Waupouz, Chairman. 

Council Chamber, Lincoln’s-inn, July 13. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Aug. 10, 1877. 
RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. «Closing Price 





Stock|Bristol and TEROEE 000.00 cccsésugnapesaqserssesocses. 


Stock/Caledonian 
Stock'Glasgow and South-Western ..... wenncencee anand 





Stock|Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ss 
Stock|Great Northern 

Stock} Do., A Stock® .............cccsecerseeee eeeecceeees 2. 
Stock'Great Southern and Western of Ireian 

Great Western—Original 

Lancashire and Yorkshire 

London, Brighton, and South Coa: 





London, Chatham, and Dover,,,. 

London and North-Western ., . 
London and South Western...... 000s 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 
Metropolitan 














North British 
North Eastern 
\North London 

North Staffordshire .., 
/South Devon ssocsenee 
[South-Eastern .............csssercsrocvessesee 
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*A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been patd to B. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 per Cont. Consols, af Annuities, April, 65, 9} 
Ditto for Account Sep 3, 95 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
Do. 3 per Cent. Redneed, 95 Ex Bille, £21000, 24 per Ct. 5 pm. 
New 2 per Cent., 95§ Ditto, £500, Do, 5 pm. 
Do, 3} per Cout., Jan. '¥4 Ditto, 2100 & £200,656 pm, 
- 24 per Cont., Jan. '94 Bank of England Stock, — per 
5 _ Cont.,J .*78 Ct. (last half-year), 266 
»Jan,’s0 Ditto for Account, 


one prize, but a | 


| Commercial Mills (Blackburn) Company, 


| Stockton Iron Furnace Company, Limited.—By an order made by ¥.0- 





rl 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


Ind.Stk.,5 per Cent., July, "80,105 ) Enf.Pr.5§ perCnt,, May,’79, 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent. 
Ditto 4 = Cent, Ook. 88, 104 April, 64 

Ditto, ditto, Vertificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent.,. 18 
Ditto En'faeei Ppr.,«per Cent. 88 | Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
2nd Enf.Pr., 6 per'C.,Jar.’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 


The tenders for the South Australian Government four 
per cent. loan for £500,000 were opened on Thuraday at 
the National Bank of Australasia. There were 149 tenders, 
amounting to£1 ,972,600, at prices ranging from £96 10s, 
to £98. The average price for the £500,000 whioh is 
allotted is £97 7s. 1ld. per £100. Tenders at £97 6s. 6d. 
and above, amounting to £429,600, are allotted in fall, 
while those at £97 6s. will receive about twenty-five per 
cent. of the amount applied for. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

Conzn—Aug. 3, at 8, Nevill-park, Tunbridge Wells, the wife 
of Arthur Cohen, Q.C., of a son. 

Cooxr—Aug. 6, at 6, Cambridge-gardens, Notting-hill, W., 
the wife of Charles Wallwyn Radcliffe Cooke, barrister-at-law, 
of a daughter. 

OwLEs—Aug. 3, at Beckenham, the wife of E. W. Owles, of a 
son. 

Rawson—Aug. 4, at Great Marlow, the wife of John Rawson, 
solicitor, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGE. 

FootzE—Eaton—Aug. 7, at St. Neots, Hunts, John Alderson 

§ | Feote, barrister-at-law, of Lincoln’s-inn, to J essie, daughter of 
J. A. Eaton, of St. Neots, Hunts, 


DEATHS. 

HepieEy—Aug. 5, Thomas Reter barrister-at-law, of Newton, 
— and Newcastle-on-Tyne, barrister-at-law, 
ag : 

Jounson—Aug. 5, John Johnson, of Knighton Fields, near 
Leicester, and late of Nottingham, solicitor, aged 67. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Frivay, Aug. 3, 1877. 
Liwirep In CHANCERY. 

American Bowling and Billiard Galleries Company, Limited.—The 
M.R. bas fixed Aug 14, at 12, at his c hambers, as the time and place 
for the appointment of an official liquidator 3 

Langbam Skating Rink Company, Limited.—The M.R. has, by an 
order, dated June 19, appointed Alfred Audrey Broad, Walbrook, to 
be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
or claims, to the above. Tuesday, Oct 30, at 12, is appointed for 
hearing and adjndicating upon the debts and claims 

bert Beswick and Company, Limited.—The M.R. has fixed Tuesday, 
Aug 14, at 12, at bis chambers, as the time and place for the appoint- 
ment of an olficial liquidator 

South Cannock Colliery Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
presented, Aug 2, directed to be heard before the M.R., on Nov. 3 
Newman and Oo, Cornhill, agents for Southall and Co, Birmingham, 
solicitors for the petitioner 

oa es beeen Limited.—The V.C. Malins has, by a0 
order, dated July 19, appointed Henry Spain, the younger, 
buildings, Basingha}l st, to be official liquidator 

County PaLattwe or LANCASTER. 
Limited.—Petition for winding 
up, presented Aug 2, directed to be heard before the V.C., 

Saturday Aug 11, at St. George’s Hall, Liverpool, Grundy and Ker- 

shaw, Manchester 





Tugspay, Aug. 7, 1877. 
Lrutrep 1n Caancery. 
ton Clarendon Hotel Company, Limited.—The M.R, has fixed 
Aug 16, at 11,30, at his chambers, as the time and place for the 
appointment of an official liquidator 





| Glvacorrwg Colliery Company, Limited.—The M.R, has fixed Thutt- 


day, Aug 16, at 12, at his chambers, as the time aud place for the 

appointment of an official liquidator 

Metal Tabe Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. Hall, 
July 27,1 was ordered that the above company be wound Up, 
that John Wiese, of the firm of Turquand and Co, Tokenhouse 
be as provisional official liquidator. Wilson and Oo 
thali buildings, solicitors for the petitioner 

Sadiers Wells Skating Rink and Winter Gardens, Limited, ap 
order made by V.C. Bacon, dated July 25, it was or the 
above company be wound up. Mackreth, Moorgate st, solicitor for 
the petitioner 


Bacon, dated July 28, it was orjered that the above company & 
wound up. Cree and Son, Gray’s inn square solicitors, for te 
tioners ; 

sit STANN ARIES OF CORNWALL, ‘ ‘ 
Cathedral Tia and Copper Mining Oompany, Limited,—By an = 
made by Vice-Warden, dated July 31, it was ordered - 
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be wound up. Dobell, Truro, agent for Wiaser, Chancery 
Penge icitor for the petitioners 

a United Mining Company.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
1, directed to be heard before Vice-Warden, at the 
Wal, Truro, on Wednesday Aug 15, at 12. Affidavits 
intended to be used at the hearing, in opposition to the petition, 
mast be filed at the registrar’s office, Truro, on or before Ang 11, 
and notice thereof must at the same time be given to the petitioners 
or their solicitors. Hodge and Co, Truro, solicitors for the peti- 

tioner 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fripay, Aug. 3, 1877. 
‘Ward Beadle’s Society, Fleece Tavern, Queen st, Cheapside, July 30 


Creditors under Estates in Ohancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, Aug. 3, 1877. 

Anderson, Charles King, Thatcham, Berks, Esq. Sept 29. Soames v 
Anderson, V.C. Malins. Crowdy, Serjeants’ inn 

Dumbrell, James, Ditching, Sussex, Farmer. Sept 15, Sendall v 
Dumbrell, V.C. Melins. Attree, New inn, Strand 

Edmonds, Thomas Augustus, Bellaliey. Sept 1. Parmenter v 
Edmonds, V.C. Hall. Lewisand Sons, Wilmington sq 

Giles, Edward, Rochford, Hereford, Gent. Sept 1. Woodward v 
Geary, V.C. Bacon. Lambert, Worcester 

Green, William, Old Bond st, Estate Agent. Oct1. Slight v Green, 
V.C. Bacon. Haynes, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Hill, fake Barbourne, Worcester. Oct30. Stallard v; Surman, 

.C, Ds 

Maynard, Louisa, Brookland villas, Battersea rise. Sept20. Wilkins 
v H.M’s Attorney General, M.R. Simpson and Palmer, Three 
Crown sq, Southwark 

Pegg John, Stony Stanton, Leicester,Gent. Aug 3l. Preecy y Pegg, 

C. Malins. Gregory, Leicester 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Turspay, July 31, 1877. 
Aldridge, Ann, Ealing. Sept 29. Gardiner, High st, Uxbridge 
Aldridge, Joshua, Cippenham, Burnham, Buckingham, Yeoman. Sept 
29. Gardiner and Co, High st, Uxbridge 
Andrews, Edwin Taylor, Ardwick, Paint Dealer. Aug 18, James Todd, 
Builder, Manchester 
Bailey, Benjamin, Syston, Leicester, Gent. Sept 14, Stevenson, 
Leicester 


Bertenshaw, William James, Hulme, Manchester, Innkeeper. Aug 28. 
Marlow, Manchester 
Bremer Sarah, Davenham, Cheshire. Sept 1. Cheshire and Son, 
Northwich 
> William, Maidstone, Kent, Gent. Sept 1. Stenning Maid- 
e 


Gladdish, Thomas Nunn, Pettings Ash, Kent, Esq. Aug 31. Rosher, 
Martin’s lane, Cannon st 

Grundy, Dennis, L ight, L 
Boote and Edgar, Manchester 

Hampton, George Frederick, Albany st, Regent’s park, Major H.M.’s 
Indian Army. Sept il. Minet and Co, New Broad st 

Hasenclever, Justina Louisa, Upper Spring st, Baker st. Aug 28. 

itton and Ommanney, Celeman st 

Hunt, Augustus Henry, King st, St James’s, Esq. Oct 1. Young and 

Go, St Mildred’s court, Poultry 
) — Flixton, York, Farm Labourer. Aug 20. Richardson, 


orong 
Kidd, William Talbot Thomas, Leytonstone, Essex, Gent, Sept 15. 
Roberts and Barlow, Leadenhall! st 
<7 oe Hildenborongh, Kent. Aug 31, Johnson, Lineoln’s 
8 


sented A 
Qrince’s 


hire, Calico Manufacturer. Aug 22, 





Kinder, William, Avery row, Grosvenor sq. Aug3l. Johnson, Lin- 
coln’s inn fields 
King, a Winslow, Buckingham, Land Surveyor. Aug 20. Dale, 


am 
Lidgard, Charles Welman, Thatched House, Hammersmith, Licensed 
Victualler. Sept 25. Watson and Co, Bridge rd 
Miller, Philip, Great Smith st, Bottle Merchant. Aug 30. Prior and 
Co, Lincoln's inn fields 
, Charles, Tadley, Hants, Commander R.N. Sept 1, Lucas, 


Rostron, Joseph, Golborne, Lancashire, Farmer. Sept 1. Buckton, 
Warrington 


Rutland, James William, Wingate rd, Hammersmith, Gent. Sept 25. 
‘Watson and Co, Bridge rd 

Shepherd, Mary Ann, Redesdale st, Chelsea. Sept 15. Hodgson, 
Laurence Pountney Hill, Cannon st 

Thorns, Matthew, Low Harrogate, York, Wine Merchant. Oot 1. 
Richardson and Byron, Harrogate 

— Maria, Southtown, Suffolk, Aug 18. Palmer, Great Yar- 


Walters, Eliza, Fitzroy rd, Regent’s park, Sept 14. Bohm, Old 


White, John Alfred, Devonshire place north, Regent’s park. Oct 1. 
4 aur, Devonshire terrace, St Marylebone 
Whitty, George, Beaminster, Dorset, Yeoman, Sept 1. Leigh, Bea- 


r 
a Canterbury, Gent, Oct 1. Wightwick and Qo, 


Bankrupt. 
Friday, Aug. 3, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts'to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Adve, Wiilett Lawrence, Manley terrace, Keanington park, no occupa - 
» Pet Aug!. Keene, Aug 14 at 12 
Deerra, Robert, Buckingham rd, Kingsland, Pet Aug 1. Keene. Aug 


at'l2.30 
etn an” Bayswater, Tobacconist, Pet Aug 3. 
William, South ve st, Pimlic tion, ‘Pet 

si hs oo ‘ete ty 0, no occupation, Pet Aug 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Outehee, James, Danbury, Essex, Farmer, Pet July 30. Gepp. 
Cnelmsford, Aug I4at 11 
rd, Edwin, Bristol, Watch Maker. Pet July 31, Harley. 
Bristol, Aug 15 at 2 
Roberts, Thomas Edward, Holyhead, Anglesey, Tailor. Pet Jaly 27. 
Jones. Bangor, Aug 17 at 2 
Rowntree, George, Brampton, Cumberland, Grocer. Pet July 31 
Walton. Carlisle, Aug 23 at i1 


Torspay, Aug. 7, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
fo Surrender in London. 
Baldwin, Charles Frederick, Cannon st, Merchant. Pet Aug 2. Keene* 
Aug 22 at 12 
Barnett, Rowland Gideon Isracl, Catherine st, Strand, Financial 
Agent. PetAug4. Keene. Aug 23 at 11.30 
Modridge, Edmund Gatewood, Mare st, Hackney, Wine Merchant. 
Pet Aug3. Keene. Aug 23 at 11 
Randall, George, Finsbury place, Clerk. Pet July 4. Spring-Riee. 
Aug 23 at 12 
Wes, ye Kennington lane, Builder. Pet Ang 3. Keene. Aug 
at 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Entwistle, Joseph, Manchester, Stock Broker. Pet Aug 3. Kay. 
Manchester, Aug 23 at 9.30 
Holderness, Henry Lazarus, Putney, Dealer in Artificial Teeth. Pet 
Aug 3. Willoughby. Wandsworth, Aug 2! at il 
Hughes, John, High Cross, Tottenham, Tobacconist. Pet Ang 4. 
Pulley. Edmonton, Sept 8 at 11 
James, William, Upton Bishop, Hereford, Farmer. Pet Aug2, Car- 
less, jan. Hereford, Aug 18 at 10.30 
Morgan, Thomas, Manchester, Merchant. Pet July 31. Kay. Man- 
chester, Aug 20 at 10.30 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farway, Aug 3, 1877, 

Barnes, Willian,, Henley-on-!'hames, Coal Merchant. Aug 27 at 3.at 
the Lower Ship, Bridge st, Reading. Cooper, Chemcery lane 

Beeston, Samuel, Whittington Moor, Derby, Beerhouse cee 
Aug 15 at 3 at offices of Cutts and Co, Low pavement, Chesterfle 

Bettam, George, Bristol, Grocer. Aug! at 11 at offices of Essery, 
Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol 

Biney, Napoleon, Manchester, Hote! Keeper. Aug 22 at 3 at the 
Clarence Hotel, Spring gardens, Manchester. Sutton and Elliott, 
Manchester 

Boam, Jacob, Wentworth st, Commercial rd, Linen Draper. Aug 14 
at 3 at offices of Barnett, Palmerston buildings, Old Broad st 

Bond, Thomas Edward, Birmingham, Engineer. Aug 10 at 12 at offices 
of Hawkes and Weekes, Tempie st, Birmingham 

Bowler, George, Great Marlow, Bucks, Licensed Victualler, Aug 15 
at 3 at offices of Rawson, High st, Great Marlow 

Bull, John Richard, Kimbolton, Huntingdon. Aug 21 at 3.30 at offices 
of Wade-Gery, St Neots 

Burton, Louisa, Moselle terrace, Tottenham, Engineer. Aug 14 at 12 
at offices of Heath and Parker, 3: Helen’s place 

Colbert, Wiiliam Henry, Wavertree, nr Liverpool, Schoolmaster. Aug 
1! at 11 at offices of Stephenson, India buildings, Fenwick st, 
Liverpool : 

Cox, Jesse, Stanley st, Pimlico, out of onsiness. Aug 16 at 2 at offices 
of Reader, Gray’s inn sq 

Cox, Samuel, Stoarbridge, Worcester, Nursery Gardener. Aug 14 at 
10 at offices of Coil:s, Market st, Stourbri 

Craven, John, Manchester, Hat Dealer. Aug 20 at 3 at offices of 
Simpson, Kennedy st, Manchester 

Dale, William, Wolverhampton, Shoemaker. Aug 15 at 11 at offices 
of Stratton and Rudland, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Davies, John, Llangadock, Carmarthen, Shopkeeper. Ang 11 at 10,16 
at offices of Griffiths, St Mary st, Carmarihen 

Dickens, Charles, Leamington Prior-, Commission Agent. Aug 16 at 
12 at offices ot Sanderson, Church st, Warwick 

Douglas, George Alexander, Broomhill Colliery, Northumberland, 
Butcher. Aug 13 at 13 at offices of Purdy, Bridge st, Morpeth 

Dyson, Edward, Mile End rd, Artificial Hair Manufacturer, Aug 21 
‘at 1 at offices of Stacpoo'e, Pinners’ Hall, Old Broad st 

Evennett, Thomas Benjamin, Bridge rd, Stratford, Tailor. Aug 11 at 
10 at offices of George, Chearside 

Farncomb, Friend, Praed st, Paddington, Basket Maker. Aug 30 at 
12 at the Portman Arms, Great Quebec st, Marylebone. Waller, 
Cornwall rd, Notting hill 

Farrall, John, Etruria vale, Stafford, Commission Agent. Aug 14 at 
11 at offices of Tomkinson and Furnival, Hanover st, Burslem 


Frazer, William James, and Henry Frazer, Grangetown Oakum Works, 
Cardiff. Aug 14 at 2.30 at offices of Trive and Co, Crockherbtown, 
Cardiff, Ingledew and Co, Cardiff 

Gatehouse, William Acfield, Clapham rd, Traveller, Aug 15 at 11 at 
offices of Meggy, Uld Jewry chambers, Jourdain, Lu 


agate 

Gibson, John, Great Chell, Stafford, Blacksmith, Aug 15 at 11 at 
offices of Cooper, Town Ha)! passag», Congleton 

Gosling, James, Macclesfield, Cheshire, Painter. Aug 17 at 3 at offices 
of Barclay and Henstock, Exchanye ay Sere 

Gough, Henry Albert, Southampton, Oil Merchant. Aug 16 at3 at 
ottices of Shutte, Portland st, Southampton 

Grant, James, Mile End rd, Gent. Aug 16 at 4 at offices of Noon and 
Clarke, Blomfield st 

Greaves, Matilda, South Shields, Innkeeper. Aug 17 at 2 at offices of 
Joela, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Groves, Thomas, Bristol, Grocer. Aug 13 at 2 at offices of Parsons, 
Athenwum chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol. Burges, Bristel 

Hail, Richard, Oxford, Bookbinder. Ang 15 at 12 at otfices of Bicker- 
ton, St Michael’s chambers, Ship st, Oxford ; 

Herbert, James, Resolven, Glamorgaa, Bailder, Aug 13 at 12 at offices 
of Charles, The Parade, Neath : 

Hiil, Tnomas, Webern ’ ee Aug 20 at 12 at offices of 
Rhodes, Queen verhem 

Holman, William Prestbury, nr Cheltenham, Farmer. Aug 





20 ait at offices of Jessop, Ch st, Cheltenham 
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Horner, Andrew Robson, Gateshead, Chemist. Aug 15 at 3 at offices 


of Bush. Wellington st, Gateshead 

Hughes, Thowas, Leicester, Builier. Aug 16 at 12 at offices of 
Hunter, Halford st, Leicester 

Hugill, William, Darlingten, Grocer. Aug 17 at 11.30 at the Blagk 
Lion Hotel, Stockton-on-Tees. Barron, Darlington 

Hyams, Abraham, Mitre st, Aldga‘e, Carman. Aug 11 at 10 at offices 
of Goatly, Westminster bridge rd, Lambeth 

Iball, John, Buckley, Flint, Grocer. Aug 15 at 1,80 at the Queen 
Hotel, Chester. Roper, Mold i: 

orth, George, Shipley, nr Bradford, Stone Merchant. Aug 17 
at 11 at offices of Lancaster and Wright, Manor row, Bradford |. 

Jenkins, John, Llandovery, Carmarthen, Currier. Aug 15 at 1 at the 
Guildhall, Carmarthen 

Joines, Joseph, and William Lindop, Hanley, Builders, Aug 11 at 11 
at offices of Tennant, Cheapside, Hanley 

Keel, Thomas Freeman, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler’s Manager. 
Aug 16 at 1! at offices of Blewitt, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Knott, John, Gateshead, Joiner. Aug 15 at 3 at offices of Bird, Grey 
st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Latham, Samuel, Northwich, Cheshire, Auctioneer. Aug 11 at 11 at 
offices of Green and Dixon, Castle st, Northwich 

Mangall, John, Cheetham, Lancashire, Beer Retailer. Aug(16 at 3 at 
offices of Nuttall and Son, Jobn Dalton st, Manchester 

Maskill, David, Castleford, York, Carter. Aug 13 at 3 at offices of 
Kaberry, Castleford 

‘McMyn, John Kerr, and Thomas Taylorson, Cotton Spinners. Aug 13 
at 12 at offices of Ainsworth, Clayton st, Blackburn 

Mellor, James, Blackley, Lancashire, Dyer. Aug 17 at 3 at offices of 
Hankinson, St James’s sq, Manchester 

Mensing, Louis Carl Henry, Ipswich, Engineer. Aug 16 at 12 at 4, 
Prince’s st, Ipswich. Birkett 

lls, Alfred Augustus, King’s rd, Chelsea, Tailor, Aug 22 at $ at 
145, Cheapside. Cattiin, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st 

Mockford, Henry, Bnghton, Undertaker. Aug 20 at 3 at offices of 
Goodman, North st, Brighton 

Mogridge, John, Swansea, Hairdresser. Aug 14 at 11 at offices of 
Harvey and Co, Lower Goat st, Swansea. Thomas, Swansea 

Morton, Mary Ann, South Shields. Aug 15 at 3 at offices of Rennold- 
son, King st, South Shields 

Neame, Ernest, Manchester, Drysalter. Aug 17 at 11 at offices of 
Hankinson, St James’s sq, Manchester 

Neville, Samuel, jun, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Engizeer. Aug 15 at 11 
at offices of Bush, We'lington st, Gateshead 

Oliver, Thomas, Leigh Sinton, Worcester, Wood Collier. Aug 15 at 
at offices of Tree, High st, Worcester 

Olney, William Robert, Southampton, Ironmonger. Aug 16 at 12 at 
offices of Coxwell and Co, Gloucester sq, Southampton 

Padley, Rev Charles Jams Al'an, Enville, nr Stourbridge, Stafford. 
Ang 23 at 2 at the Great Western Hotel, Birmingham, Lewis and 
Indermaur, Chancery lane 

Parker, James Caley, Norwich, Draper’s Assistant. Aug 17 at 2 at 
Offices of Kent, St Andrew’s Hall plain, Norwich 

Parkes, Charles Bonington, Liverpool, Tailor. Aug 27 at 2 at offices of 
Hore and Monkhouse, Commerce chambers, st, Liverpool 

Poole, John Ward Brunwioa May, Mark lane, Auctioneer. Aug 16 at 
3 at offices of Young and Sons, Mark lane ‘ 

Pringle, Thomas, Newcastle-upon-Iyne, Auctioneer. Aug 16 at 2 at 
offices of Keenlyside ond Forster, 8t John’s chambers, Grainger st 
west. Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Rees, David, Swansea, Hotel Keeper. Aug 13 at 3 at offices of Beor 

x =. bine place, Swansea 
inner, Frederick, Bristol, Beer Retailer. Aug 13at11 atthe Radnor 
Hotel, Nicholas st, Bristol ia 

Spence, Thomas, Gateshesd, Boot Manufacturer, Aug 16 at 10 at 
offices of Bush, Wellington st, Gateshead 

Stevens, Joseph James, Dewsbury, Draper. Aug 22 at 2.30 at offices 
of nage go f 

Stevens, D, ford, Suffolk, Tailor, Aug 17 at 12 at offices of 
Prior, Head st, Colchester 

Thomas, Jemcett, Dowlais, Glamorgan, Grocer. Aug 16 at 11 at 
offices of Smith and Co, Victoria st, Merthy a 

‘Thomas, Morgan. Tricynon, Glamorgan, out of business. Aug 20 at 
1 at offices of Williams, Canon st, Aberdare 

Thomas, Rachel. Carmarthen, Licansed Victualler. Aug 11 at 12 at 
offices of Griffiths, St Mary st, Carmarthen 

Tyler, Edward, Portobelio rd, Nutting hill, Greengrocer. Aug 22 at 2 
at offices of Welman, Great George st, Westminster 

Verity, John, Windchill, nr Shipley, York, Cabinet Maker. Aug 15 at 
4 at offices of Rhodes, Kirkgate, rd 

Visser, Dirk Gerardus, Minories, Nail Merchant. Aug 29 at 8 at offices 
of Peckham and Co, Sling York st, Doctors’ cominons 

Waddington, Samuel, Bowling, York, Plasterer. Aug 16 at 3 at offices 

wa Moore, Fe aor —* ———- Bradford 

Imsley, » Southport, Lancashire, Painter. Aug 16 at 11 at 
offices of Threlfall, roman Southport ad 

‘Warburton, Frederick Tynte, Tenby, Pembroke, Major. Aug 16 at 2 
at the Guildhall, Carwarthen. Gwynne and Stokes, Ten 
aters, George, Grays, Essex, Baker. Aug 23 at 12 at Ashley's Hotel, 

lane, Coveht garden, Button and Co, Henrietta st, Covent 


lcox, William, Upper Berke! Portman Lod, House 
Ree ese In Halos, ont, Mayon 
™m e, Lan a at 
Bag lo a 
s0ffe, ry f ° 
offices of Lowe, Castle st, rel oor > er ae 
Wroe, Thomas, Manchester Desler in Works of Art. Aug 16 at 3 at 
offices of Sbippey and Field, Cooper st, Manchester 
Young, Thomas Scartb, Consett, Durham, out of business. Ang 22 at 
1 at offices of Bush, St Nictiolas buildings, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 
Torspay, Aug 7, 1877. 
Aaréce, Jobn, Pembrey, Carmarthen, ¢ 1 Traveller, Aug 21 
at li at —< aay Geen 4, Liane 
y kton-on-T: Bui . Ang 1 
ne @ Garbutt and Fawcett, Pinkie st, Btockton-om "= 
mason, Henry gston-upon-Hull, Grocer. Aug 22 at 12 at the 
Gecrge Hotel, Kingston-vpon-Hull, Shackles and Bon 





Agley, James, Bradford, Fruiterer. Aug 18 at 11 at offices of Rhodes, 
Kirkgate, Bradford 

Ambridge, William Augustus, Beckenham, Kent, Smith. Aug 23 at$ 
at offices of Bath and Son, King William st. Gregory, Bush lang, 
Cannon st 

Armitage, William, Salford, Lancashire, Provision Dealer. Aug 25 at 
3 at the Sun Inn, Phoebe st, Salfor 

Ashplant, francis, St Giles-in-the-Wood, Devon, Farmer. Aug 21 at 
12 at offices of Thorne, Castle st, Barnstaple 

Barnbrook, Benjamin, Widnes, Lancashire, Upholsterer. Aug 17 at 
4 at offices of Spencely, South John st, Liverpool 

Barrett, Charles, Abertillery, Mon, Clothier. Aug 20 at 11 at offices of 


Browne, Brynmawr 

Bate, William, Northfield, Worceste., Wine Merchant. Aug 21 at 3 
at offices of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Bryon, Thomas, Vamp hill, Birmingham, Labourer. Aug 17 at 8 gt 
offices of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham_ 

Bunston, John Edwin, Pontypool, Mon, Grocer. Aug 18 at 10 at 
offices of Davies, High st, Newport, Mon, Morgan, Pontypool 

Carless, Samuel, Portobello, Willenhall, Stafford, Wheelwright. Aug 
18 at 12 at offices of Cresswell, New rd, Willenhall 

Clegg, Frank, Ossett, York, Butcher, Aug 23 at 11 at offices of 
Stringer, Prospect rd, Ossott 

Dinwoodie, James, Bristol, Seedsman. Aug 17 at 2 at offices o 
Parsons, Athenzeum chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol. Sibly, Bristol 

Eldred, Hevry Pottinger, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Ironm , 
Aug 17 at 3 at offices of Reeves, Paradise st, Birmingham 

Evanson, Rev Robert Valentine Blake, Grinton, York. Aug 20 atl 
at the Golden Lion Inn, Northallerton, Tomlin, Richmond, York 

Everitt, Esther, Harborne, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Aug 20 at 19 
at offices of Burton, Union passage 

Fillmore, William James, Sceptre st, Mile End Old Town, Chairmaker, 
Aug 17 at 4 at offices of Wells, Paternoster row 

Fisher, William, Lewisham, Kent, Plumber. Aug 23 at 2 at offices of 
Banks, Coleman st. Stopher, Coleman st 

Goddard, Jonathan, Leicester, Ale Merchant. Aug 20 at 1.80 at office 
of Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 

Goodacre, Samuel, and Walter Charles Goodacre, Liverpool, Mer 
—_ aes 20 at 3 at offices of Gregory, York buildings, le st, 

iverpoo 

Greening, James, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Fruiterer. Aug 17 at 3 at offices 
of Jones, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Hall, Henry, Hulme, Manchester, Grocer. Aug 18 at 11 at officesof 
Jeilicore and Bates, Market st, Manchester 

Hancox, John, Warwick, Carpenter. Aug 21 at 3 at offices of Boraston, 
Ann st, Birmingham 

Harrison, John, Middle Rasen, Lincoln, Farmer. Aug 22 at 11 at 
offices of Page and Padley, Mill st, Market Rasen 

Hea!, John, Small Heath, Birmingham, Builder, Aug 22 at 12 at 
offices of Smith, Ann st, Birmingham 

Hodges, Georges, Chalkweil, nr Sittingbourne, out of business, Aug 
15 at 11 at 2, Rome place, Chatham. Wymond, Chatham 

Isaacs, Samuel, Birmingham, Wh»lssale Jeweller. Aug 18 at 12.30at 
offices of Webster and Graham, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Johnson, Alfred, Birchfields, Stafford, Builder. Aug 2 at 12 at offices 
of Hawkes and Weekes, Temple st, Birmingham 

Jones, Robert, Liverpool, Wood Turner. Aug 20 at 3 at offices of 
Lupton, Harrington st, Liverpool 

Judson, John, Skipton, York, Joiner. Aug 18 at 3 at offices of Robin 
son and Robinson, Skipton 

Keyse, Charles, Newland, nr Coleford, Gloucester,Innkeeper. Aug 22 
at 1.30 at the Angel Hotel, High st, Coleford. Vaughan, Newport, 


Mon 

Knight, John, Birmingham, Harmonium Maker. Aug 17 at ll at 
offices of Rawlings, Ann st, Birmingham 

Langman, William Henry, Derby, Watchmaker, Aug 21 at 1 at 
t) of Hextall, Full st, Derby 

t, Richard, Gateshead, Rivet Manufacturer. Aug 17 at2at 

offices of Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastle-apon-Tyne 

Lewis, ‘1 homas, Pont ardulais, Glamorgan, Builder, Aug 18 at 11 at 
offises of Howell, Stepney st, Lianelly, Carmarthen 

Lipscomb, Henry Lewis, Walthamstow, Builder. Aug 20 at II at 
offices of Andrew, Clement’s lane 

Lownds, Henry, Baker st, Clerkenwell, Commission Agent, Aug Ib 
at 10 at Wood's Hotel, Portugal st, Lincoln's ion fields 

Lythgoe, James Thomas, portable tow York, Lathrender, 
Aug 18 at 12 at offices of Jackson and Jackson, Albert rd, Middles 


borough 
Marston, John William, West Smethwick, Stafford, Miller. Aug 21 st 
8 at offices of Warmington, Castile st, Dudley 
McDonald, Peter, Wandsworth rd, Wandsworth, Baker. Aug 21 at 12 
Midglen, Williata, fleckmondwike, York, B 
m, Heckmondwike, Yor eerseller, Aug 20 at 3 at 
of Bhaw. Bond st, Dewsbury pais 
Moore, Thomas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Cart Proprietor. Aug 14 at 2 
“ een pt Logg jo teva Soro a eeweento-suee Se a 
aylor, ar, ure. f rocer. Aug 20 at 3 at offices 
sy) 
rew, Liverpoo!, Master Shipwright, Aug 28 at 3 at offices 
of Sheen and Broadhurst, North John st, Liverpool. Williams, 


Liverpool 
Owen, Edwin, Wrexham, Denbigh, Cabinet Maker. Aug 16 at 11 at 
offices of Humphreys, Temple row, Wrexham 
Peters, George, sale, Cheshire, Tailor. Aag 17 at 8 at offices of 
Richardson, Booth st, Manchester 
Petfield, William, Sheffield, builder. Aug 27 at 12 at offices of Ibbot- 
son, Change alley, Sheftield 
Poppleton, John Dyron, Leicester, Seed Merchant. Aug 24 at 3 at 
offices right, Belvoir st, Leicester 
ild, Garthorpe, Leicester, Miller, Aug 208 
t, Belvoir st, Leicester 
der, Middlesborough, Tailor, Aug 11 at 11 at offices 
Reid Albert 24, Misdlesvorough Dealer. Aug 2 8 at offices 
areop, Nottingham, t '° 1 at 
of elk, Middle vement, Nottingham * 
Robinson, John, Gap, Thornton, York, Grocer. Aug 20 at9 # 
offices of Moore, Albion chambers, Hustlergate, Bradford 
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» Bulwell. Nottingham, Basket Maker. ie utis 
beget of Fraser, Wheelarg ate, Nottingham 
Scarlett, James, Old Castle st, Bethnal green, Licensed Victualler. 
Aug 2! at 3 at offices of Wood, B: Basinghall st 
Shaun, Matthias, ee ayia | Merchant. Aug 17 at 3 at offices of 
nowdon, parade, Leeds 
w, Samuel William, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st, Coal Mer- 
yo nt. tag at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Layton 


area. Leeds, out of business. Aug 23 at 1 at offices 

‘J Bank 

Charles, Gateshead, Stationer. Aug 20 at 3 at offices of 

masGiitiem Edwin, Hollwey, Cheepion terrace, Wand andeworth, 
am in Holiwey, Champion terrace, 

Captain 7th Royal Lancashire Militia. Aug 29 at 1 at offices of 
Picard, St Jame’s st, Fane. Keays, Charles st, St James’ 

Bteven:on. Henry, Ma Sussex, Grocer. Aug 27 at 2 at offices of 
Stone + nd Simyson, “i nl, Tonbridge Wells 

Swann, James, Bilston, Stafford, Grecer. Aug 27 at 11 at offices of 
Brambill, Globe Inn, Mount Pleasent, Bilston. Fellows, Bileton 

Swift, Georze Edwerds, Sheffield. Metal Broker. Aug 18 at 12 at 
cfices of Bennett and Co, Norfolk st, Sheffield. Mellor, Sheffield 

Walley, John Stephen, Tilston Melpas, Cheshire, Farmer. Aug 18 at 
12 at offices of Sheen and Broadhurst, North John st, Liverpool. 
Lawrence and Dixon, Liverpool 

“Watson, John Gast, Mark lane, Drug Merchant. Aug 18 at 11 at 
offices of Jones, Mark lane 

Watt, James, Higher Tranmere, Cheshire, Tailor. Aug 18 at 11 at 

offces of Downham, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 

Wells, ells, Thomas George, Birmingham, Perambulator Manufacturer. 
Aug 17 at 11 at offices of Eaden, Bennett’s hill, Birmingbam 

We e. Charles » Dursley, ae, 2 — Aug 20 at 
12 at offices of Benson and Thomas, Broad st, B: 

Wheeler, George, Reading, Baker. Aug 20 at it's at Poms of Dodd, 
Friar st, Readin; 


Halstead, ore China Dealer. Aug 17 at 3 at 
. King Cross st, Halifax 
Williams, J William, Worvester, Glove Manufacturer. Aug 21 
at 12 at offices. of Simpson and Palmer, Three Crown sq, Borough 
Bich st, Southwark 
Wintle, Robert, Longhope, Gloucester, Farmer. Aug 20 at 11 at offices 
of Franklin, East; st, Gloucester 
» Joiner, ng Raney 22 ge 3 Ld bee he tna Hotel, 
J Kin Me Hall, Gupta Captain = a He + Majesty’ F 
ates, Jchn, Kingeten “upon- u er 's Forces. 
wae t6 at 12 at atlees or Thorp " 


eae 
— 








CAVE CANEM. 


POMPEIAN DOOR MATS. 


TRELOAR AND SONS, 


69, LUDGATE HILL, LONDON, E.C 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 

57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immedistely opposite the British Museum), 


Has obtained Her ee See ey 
painless system of adaptin; 


(Prise Medal, ihe ® 


ARTIFICIAL TEETH sx ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free. 








EDE AND SON 


ROBE HER MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of » &C. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS &¢ 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 





CCIDENT INSURANOE COMPANY 
(Limited), 7, Bank-buildings, Lothbury, E.C. 
General Accidents. | Personal Injuries. 
Railway Accidente, Death by Accidents. 
Cc. HARDING, Manager. 


EVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 
Saniel ov Hunted Brrpente ws ether Guestline cat: Aeeeeree 
purchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the : 
EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
19, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1835. Paid-up Capital, £480,000. 
Uf required Interest on Loans may be capitalized. : 


F. 8. CLAYTON, Joint 
C, H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries. 


'NHE AGRA BANE (LIMITED) 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 


HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON, 


Brancuzs in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms eus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Deposrrs received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, — to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 


upon, 
Bits issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any ofthe Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 
Sates anp Purcuasxs effected in British and foreign securi' in 
pr meme Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same 


i drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized 
Every other description of og business and money agency, 
British and Indian, transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman. 


LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 


No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


ba gre GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
direct the attention ‘of the Legal Lie ag to the ad 

of his long experience of upwards of thirty y: in the special 
ertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and At mmm solicits Cae 7 continued 

support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the strictes- 

care and promptitude ass! y stamped forms va adversijte 

ment and file of “ London Gaztte 7 kept. By appointment. 


ALKER’S ORYSTAL CASE WATCHES are 
1867. aod from “a i,j Sliver from 8G boncta, Cornhill + 390% 


Regent-s' 
PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS 
. 192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E.C. 


Carriage paid to the Country on Orders gueceding 90s. 
Drart Paw 58., 68. 6d., 7s. met 9d.,and 9s, 9d. per 

Barer Parse, tds. 6d., 17s. 6d., and 23s. 6d. hen 

Foorscar Parzr, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s. 6d. per ream. 
Cream-Laiw Nors, os 4s., — 5s. per ream. 

Lar@s CakaM-LalD Nots, 4s. 6d , 6s. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

4ARGE BiuE Norse, 3s, 64., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per ream 

ENVELOPES, Cream on Buus, 3s, Sop 4s. “tay and 6s. 6d. ‘per 1000, 
[ae “ Tempie’’ ENveLoPE, extra secure, 9s. 6d. per 1000. 

Footscar Orrictal Enve.orss, ls. 9d. per 100. 




















each sheet bears the fac water-mark, ‘RIDGE 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE. PAPER,” withou 
which none is genuine. 
a Sains, ~ ae and Machme-ruled, 2s. 5d. each, 28s, 
oz. 
— Ds OR Fecnowsns, Ruled, 2s. 1d, each, 24s, perdosen, 115s, pe 
Rucoaps on Memontats, 8d, each, 7s, 6d. per dozen, 


Ledgers, Da: ‘Dente, Gost Reske, atten: we Seats Bee 
oj immense stock n various bindings. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, LEEEOGR ae STATIONERS, 


CHAN ae CHANCERY-LANE 





Every deserigtion of .. 
Todlestare Affidavits 


Selmenentery Minutes Magazines 
ae Ske 
Bales Hand 
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PORE NASTY 
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ge CONTINENTAL STEAM PASSENGER 

SERVICE.—The GENERAL STEAM NAVIGATION COM- 
PANY’S STEAM SHIPS leave Irongate and St. Katharine’s Wharf, 
near the Tower, for " 

HAMBURG.—Sunday, Wednesday, Thursday, and Saturday next 
Aug. 12th, at 1; 14th and 16th, at 2 p.m.; 18th, at 10 a.m. Fares,: 

, £2 5s.; fore cabin, £1 9s. Return tickets: Saloon, £3 8s. ; 
fore cabin, £2 4s. 

ANTWERP.—Tuesday, Thursday, and Saturday next, at noon, 
Fares: Saloon, £1 4s.; fore cabin, 16s. Return tickets: Saloon, 
£1 17s.; fore cabin, £1 4s. 6d. 

OSTEND.—Every Wednesday and Saturday. August 15th, at 
3 p.m.; 18th, at7 a.m. Fares: Saloon, 18s.; fore cabin, 14s, Return 
tickets :,Saloon, £1 7s. 6d.; fore cabin, £1 1s. 

BOULOGNE.—Daily. August 12th, atl a.m.; 13th, at 3 p.m.; 4th 
and 15th, at 4; 16th, at 5; 17th, at6 a.m.; 18th, at7 p.m. Fares: 

m, 12s.; fore cabin, 8s. 6d. Return tickets: Saloon, 18s. 6d.; 
fore cabin, 13s. 

HAVRE.—Every Thursday. August 16th, at 2 p.m. Fares: Saloons 
13s.; fore cabin, 9s. Return tickets: Saloon, 20s. 6d.; fore cabin, 4g 

BORDEAUX.—Wednesday, August 15th, at 2 p.m. Fares: Saloon, £3, 

P. rs must obtain their tickets at the Chief Otfice, 71, Lomb ard- 
street, on the day preceding. 

A steam tender conveys passengers, free of charge, to anifrom the 
ships when necessary. Stewards’ fees are included in the fares. 

For fall iculars of through service, see bilis, or apply to the 
Company's agents at the towns named; or to the Chief Offices, 71, 
Lombard-street, and 37, Regent-circus, Piccadilly. 

The Company undertake all shipping and delivery business in 
London in connection with goods to be loaded in or discharged from 
their vessels, and make through rates, including all charges between 
all ports to which the vessels trade.—For particulars apply to the 
SEcRETARY. 





. SYDENHAM, 
Valuable Freehold Ground-Rents. 
ESSRS. HARVEY & DAVIDS beg to announce 
that the valuable FREEHOLD GROUND-RENTS of £136 per 
annum advertized for SALE, by AUCTION, at the MART, T okenhouse- 
» Bank, on TUESDAY, AUGUST 14, 1877, have been disposed of 
y private contract. 

Auction and Estate Agency Offices, 126, Bishopsgate -street, Corne 





For occupation and investment.—City, Chelsea, Spitalfields, and New 
Wandsworth. 
ESSRS. HARVEY & DAVIDS will SELL, by 
AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, Bank, on TUES- 
DAY, AUGUST 14, at TWO precisely, the following desirable PRO- 
PERTIES :— 

CITY, close to Quesn Victoria-street and Cheapside.—Important 
long Leasehold Premises, distinguished as No.8, Pancras-lane, desir- 
ably situated and covering ar area of about 509 superficial feet, 
and of the rental value of £450, admirably adapted for a profes- 
sional firm or for the purpose of a restaurant, much needed in the 
neighbourhood. Held fora long term at a moderate ground-rent.— 
Particulars of Mr- G. Banna, Solicitor, 3, Sa'ters’ Hall-court, E.C. ; 
and Messrs. Jovzs, Lane, & Co., 17, King-stree*, Cheapside, 

CHELSEA.—Well-built and convenient Residerce, beiffg No. 56, 
Limerston-street, King’s-road, Chelsea, containing ten good rooms, large 
garden in the rear. Long lease, low ground-rent, and of the rental 
value of £65 per aanum.—Vendor’s Solicitor, H. Sypnzy, Esq., 139, 
Leadenhall-street, E.C. 

SPITALFIELDS.—Secure profit rental of £30 per annum, arising out 
of a fully licensed public house, being the White Lion, No. 37, Fashion- 
street, having 14% years’ lease unexpired. at the low rental of £50,— 
= Solicitors, Messrs, TerreL, & Honey, 70a, Aldermanbury, 


WANDSWORTH COMMON.—Attractive Freehold Residence, close 
to Clapham Junction, knownas No. 8, Spencer-road, New W andsworth, 
containing twelve good rooms, together with stabling, coachhouse, and 
large garden inrear. Exceedingly eligible for occupation or invest- 
ment.—Vendor’s Solicitor, J. Myers, Esq., 2, Veralam-buildings, 
Gray’s-inn. 

Bay ng — po gone of ae va Ag! — of the Solicitors ; 
at the 3 and o . e Da 126, Bishopsgate- 
street, Cornhill. 3 Bini 


In Pratch h Court of Justice, Chancery Division: Lee v. Bower.— 


vet ales.—The Bishwell Collteries, near Swansea, in fall work- 


ing order. 
esses. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD will 
AVL SELL at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 15, at. TWO 
pee (pursuant to an order of the High Court of Justice, Chancery 

ivision, and with the approbation of the Vice-Chance'lor Sir Richard 
Malins, the Judge to whose Court the above caso is attached), the 
very valuable BISHWELL COLLIERIES, situate about six and a half 
miles from Sw: and having railway sidingsin connection with 
the London and North-Western Railway. They are about 360 acres 





i minous character, much appreciated 
for manufacturing purposes and for gas-making. The presant output 
is about 300 tons per day, which can be much increased. The buildings 
and plant are all in good order, and comprise engine and boiler house, 
smith’s and carpenter’s shops, stabies, offices, manager’s cottage, and 


26 coke-ovens, engines, with boiler, and fittings for winding, pumping, , 
inclines, 


and working the 
number of 10-ton 


slants and 


) trams, an 
trucks. 


a large 


tramways. 
: The property is held apom three leases, ex- 
respectively in 1693, 1902, and 1930, at dead-rents, amounting 
to tialts maybe obiatned of and ls, per ton, 
WALTER WEBB, +5 Solicitor, 23, 
at the Mart; snd o° Mote ED wit 
Gresham-street, 








Victoria-street, E,O. 
WIN FOX & BOUSTERLD 24 
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: COMMERCIAL ROAD. 
Freehold Ground-Rent, affording the most safe and secure Invest. 


ment. 
ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD wi 
SELL, at the MART, on WEDNESD AY, AUGUST 22, at TWO. 
precisely, s very valuable FREEHOLD GROUND-RENT of £57 fs, 
per annum, amply secured upon brick-built cottages and lan 
and being Noe. 1, 14, 2, 8,4, 5, 6,7, 8, 10, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 
24, St. Ann’s-row (late East and West-row), Commercial-road, to. 
gether with a piece of vacant ground and shed adjoining. Let upom 
lease for a term of 80 years from the 29th September, 1873, at the 
above rent. ' 
Particulars may be obtained of 
R. eT Esq., Solicitor, 8, Angel-court, Throgmorten- 
street, E.0. ; 
at the Mart; and of Messrs. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD, 4, 
Gresham-street, Bank, E.0. 


CHESHIRE AND FLINTSHIRE. 


The River Dee Estates.—Important Sale of several very valuable Free- 
hold Estates, extending to 2,875 acres, situate in the counties of 
Ohbester and Flint, and, comprising numerous and desirable 
with suitable h tead r ion and building lands, and 
several most desirable family d ges, and 
within easy distance of the city of Chester, the whole occupied bya 
highly respectable class of tenants, at moderate rents, and mostly on 
yearly tenancies, subdivided into sixty-four lots. 


ESSRS. CHURTON, ELPHIOK, & OO. hayoe 
received instructions f'om the River Dee Company to SELL, 
by AUCTION, on WEDNESDAY anid THURSDAY, AUGUST 22 and 
23, 1877, at TWELVE for ONE o’clock each day punctually, at the- 
GROSVENOR HOTEL, CHESTER, in lots set forth in the Printed par- 
ticalars of sale, or in such other lots as the vendors may determine 
upon, and subject to such conditions as will then be produced, the 
highly important and valuable FREEHOLD ESTATES, extending to 
nearly 3,000 acres, part of the lands belonging to the River Dee Com- 
pany, contiguous to the city of Chester, in the hands of highly respect. 
able tenants, mostly yearly occupations, as moderate rentals, and situ. 
ate in the townships or parishes of Holy Trinity and St. Oswald's, ia 
the city of Chester, and Sealand, in the parish of Hawarden, Flin 
shire. The property comprehends severa: well-arranged and superior 
residences situate in the suburbs of the city of Chester, with s g 
gardens, lawns, and convenient out-buildings, messuages, cottages, and 
gardens, also numerous very valuable building sites and accommods- 
tion lands, with excellent and extensive frontages, several of whith 
abut on the River Dee. The farms (sixteen in number), vaiying in 
extent from 50 to 500 acres, comprise valuable land in a high state of 
cultivation, and are well arranged. The farm buildings are in good 
repair, and some of the homesteads are of very superior construction, 
The whole are intersected by good roads and afford excellent shootiog, 
The auctioneers, bearing in mind the rapidly increasing value of land 
in the vicinity of Chester, confidently recommend the present sale as 
affording a pecuniary eligible opportunity to capitalists of securings 
sourd and improving investment. 
Plans and particulars, with any further information, may be obtaingt 
upon application to : 
THOMAS GREEN, Esq., Managing Director of the Company, %, 
Northgate-street, Chester ; to 
Messrs. JANSON, COBB, & PEARSON, Solicitors, 41, Finsbury- 


civeus, London ; 
or to Messrs. CHORTON, ELPHICK, ROBERTS, & RICHARDSON, 
the Auctioneers, Chester. 


NORTHUMBERLAND, : 

About 10 miles north of the market town of Hexham, and four miles 
from Bellingham, four miles from Reedsmouth Statioa on the North 
British Railway, and four miles from Wark Station on the same line, 
whence Newcastle, about thirty miles distant, is reached in little over 
an hour.—The Carrycoats Estate, an important and attractive Free- 
hold Residential Sporting Property, most compactly placed in aring 
fence, comprising the whole of the township of Carrycoats, in the 
parish of Trockriogton, and exten ding over nearly 1,800 acres of 
pasture, the larger portion of which is sound healthy grazing land, 
with the attractive moderate-sized residence known as Carryccats 
Hall, surrounded by tastefully laid-out grounds and 
plantations, through which it is approached by a carriage drive with 
lodge entrance. The house isa solid stone structure of pleasing ele- 
vation in excellent condition. Is contains good dining, drawing, 
and morninggrooms, four large and two smaller bedrooms, three séef- 
vants’ rooms, attics, and suitable domestic offices, with coach-hous, 
ciabling, and ether buildings, and two kitchen gardens, one of which 
coutains vinery and greenhouse. The property is divided into the 
four compact occupations known as Watarfalls, White House, 
Whiteside, and Cragback Farms, with farmhouses and buildings, o1¢ 
small occupation, a few acres held with the residence, and three 
cottages, the whole producing £935 per annum, exclusive of the 
annual value of the residence and land occupied therewith, and @ 
small colliery let at £40 per annum. The te occupies 
elevated position, has an undulating surface, and commands some 
very beautiful and extensive views over the surrounding ie 
It affords good shoo'ing, represented by blackcock and_ grouse, 
some partridges and hares. The whole is freehold, and subject only 
to small outgoings. 


ESSRS. DANIEL SMITH, SON, & OAKLEY 
have received instructions to offer the above im 
PROPERTY for SALE, by AUCTION, at the AUCTION MART, Token- 
house-yard, City, E.C., on WEONESDAY, tho 5th SEPTEMBER, at 
TWO o’clock precisely, in One Lot, 
Particulars and plans may be obtained of 
Messrs. DRUCE, SONS, & JACKSON, Solicitors, No. 10, Billitet> 


TELIA, E.C. 

WILLIAM SNOWBALL, Esq,, Solicitor, Sunderland ; 
Messrs. CLAYTON & GIBSON, Solicitors, Newcasile-on-Tyne; 

at the Mart; Mr. WILLIAM GREY, the Agent, Carrycoats Hal be 3 
on-Tyne {and of the A uotioneers, 10, Wabenion-plnee 5.W, 




















